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AGAINST 

THE  DUKE  OF  YORK. 


ON  Wednesday  the  15th  6f  FfiBROARr* 
previously  to  the  House  forming  itself  into 
a  Committee,  Mr.  AVhitbubad  stated  his  wist 
to  attract  its  particular  attention  for  a  very  few- 
moments. — Although  he  had  no  distinct  proposition 
to  make,  he  still  hoped  for  the  indulgence  of  the 
House,  as  his  object  was  to  do  justice  to  the  cha» 
racter  of  a  very  meritorious  Officer,  whose  feelings 
were  wounded  in  consequence  of  some  part  of  the 
examination  of  Colonel  Gordon,  in  the  Committee. 
He  alluded  to  Major  Covell. — That  respectable  Of- 
ficer was  that  day  introduced  to  him,  and  during 
the  short  period  of  his  interview,  expressed  the  ap- 
prehensions he  entertained,,  lest  from  what  appeared  , 
in  the  papers  of  the  day,  an  impression  might  go 
abroad  injurious  to  his  character.  The  Major  then 
presented  to  him  the  paper  which  he  held  in  his 
•hand.  It  was  a  letter  from  Major-Genera]  i,eith,  ex- 
pressive of  the  high  opinion  which  that  Officer  enter* 
tained  of  the  meritorious  services  of  Major  Covel], 
an  opinion  not  expressed  alone  in  general  terms, 
but  justified  by  a  reference  to  his  able  conduct  in 
commanding,  the  76th  regiment,  during  the  late 
masterly  retreat  of  the  British  Army,  under  the  la- 
mented Sir  John  Moore. — Major  Covell  was  anxious 
that  he  should  state  these  circumstances  to  the 
House,  to  protect  his  reputation  from  any  unmerited 
aspersion.  In  answer,  he' assured  the  Major  that 
not  a  doubt  existed  in  the  breast  of  any  Member  of 
the  Committee,  relative  to  his  meritorious  character 
and  conduct,  nor  was  there  any  symptom  manifested 
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fey  any  person  of  a  wish  to  east  the  remotest  suspi- 
cion upon  either.  An  irrelevant  examination  had 
been  gone  into,  in  which  Colonel  Gordon  was  re- 
duced to  the  necessity  of  an  answer  referring  to 
him  ;  bat  such  examination  was  subsequently  ex- 
punged from  the  minutes  of  the  Committee.  "  I 
do  hope,  said  Mr.  W  hi  thread,  that  the  House  will 
excuse  this  trespass  upon  its  attention,  and  that  it 
will  perceive  that  the  sole  object  is  to  satisfy  the 
feelings  of  a  distinguished  Officer,  (hear!  hear!) 
apprehensive  of  undeservedly  suffering  in  the  esti- 
mation of  His  country,  from  the  tendency  of  certain 
questions,  put  by  a  ^ Committee  of  this  House;  "I 

"fcbw  beg  leave,  without  either  comment  or  observa- 
tion, to  read  the  following  letter  from  Major- Go 

•fieral  Leithto  Sir  Thomas  Musgrave  :" — 

"No  10,  Cork  Street,  JJurington-  Srreet, 
•'Sir,  14th  Fehruaiv,  18C9 

Having  had  the  honour  to  command  a  Brigade  in  Spain,  of  w!  ic'i 
tlie  76tli're;;iiiK  ntfonmd  a  pan,  J  trust  you  will  pardon  mv  addressing 
>-you  ofi'k  Subject  of  a  regimental  nature,  which  the  JnU-ict  I  feel  in  a 
■  corps  thai  has, faithfully  setved  under  my  orders,  and  just-ce  fo  Major 
Covell,  who  commanded,  have  ptincipallv  pionip'ed.  It  is  due  to 
JVfajor  Covell  fo  state,  that  the  lute  much  regmttefl  Lieutenant-Colonel 
jWtoU}  frimiiaviiig  been  empkned  on  other  duties  and  ill  health,  com- 
fnanthid ; rhe  76111  regiment  but  one  day  in  the  field,  near  Lugo,  where 
he  was  obliged  to  relinquish  it ;  previous  an  I  subsequent  to  that  period 
Major  Covell  paid  the  greatest  attention  to  his  charge,  and  i  had  ho;ed, 
'that  under  the  ciicumstances  of  the  vacancy  occasioned  by  the  death  :of 
.Lieutenant  Colonel  Symes,  he  would  have  receiv  d  the  vacant  com- 
mission. I  appiehetid  it  was  not  known  to  the  Commander  in  Chief, 
tiiat  during  the  whole  of  the  arduous  ret  eat  of  the  late  ainvy,  Major 
Covell  had  charge  of /the  regiment,  and,  without  disparagement  to 
Lieutenant  Colonel  Shaw,  it  could  not  fail  to  he  a  circumstance  of  a  de- 
pressing nature,  to  find  that  officer,  who  was  a  subaltern  in  the  76th 
regiment,  after  Major  Covell  had  been  five  years  a  Captain,  now  placed 
ever  him  in  the  regiment. 

"  In  the  anxious  desire  which  I  feel  forxhe  promotion  of  an  old  and 
respectable  Officer,  I  have  to  hope  you  will  acquit  rile  of  the  most  distant 
supposition  that  the  interests  of  the  76'h  regiment  are  not  perfectly  at- 
tended to  by  you  as  its  natural  guardian.  And  believe  the  respect  with 
which  I  have  the  Jionourtobe,  Sir,  your  most  obedient,  &c.  &c.' 

"JAMES  LEITH,  Maj  Gen." 

*  General  Sir  Tlies.  Musgrave,  Bart." 

Sir 
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Sir  Arthur  Wullesi-ey  wished  permission  to 
sa)  a  few  words  in  consequence  of  what  was  stated 
in  the  letter  just  i  ead.  He  had  the  honour  o.f  know- 
ing both  Lieutenant- Colonel  Shaw  and  Majoi 
Coveil,  and  of  both  he  had  a  very  high  opinion. 
But  notwithstanding  the  suggestions  in  that  letter, 
he  did  not  think  it  at  all  suipiismg  that  Lieutenant- 
Coionel  Shaw,  who  in  1801  was  a  Lieutenant  Co- 
lonel, should  be  appointed  to  a  regiment  in  prefer- 
ence to  Mhjqi  Coveli,  who  was  not  promoted  to  hus 
Majority  until  the  year  1807  He  himselt  had  known 
Colonel  Shaw  in  the  76th  regiment  so  long  baeK 
as  the  }ear  1787,  and,  from  his  services  in  India 
with  the  76th,  that  Officer  had  claims  foi  ptomq- 
tion  in  that  particular  rtgtment.  It  was  under  the 
conviction  of  such  claims  that  be  thought  pioper  to 
recommend  the  appointment  to  his  Royal  Highness 
the  Commander  m  Chief,  conceiving  it  probable 
that  Lieutenant- Colonel  bynies  would  have  been 
allowed  to  sell  his  Lieutenant-Colonelcy.  That  sale 
the  Commander  in  Chief  did  not  allow  ;  but,  when 
Colonel  Symes  was  changed  to  aGauison  Battalion, 
the  appointment  of  Colonel  Shaw  took  place. 

Mr.  Whitbbead  had,  in  reply,  only  to  impress 
upon  the  House,  that  Major  Coveil  had  been  thir-, 
teen  years  a  Captain,  and  then  purchased  his  Majo- 
rity ;  the  Speaker  then  interfered  ;  there  being 
no  question  before  the  House. 

Theregularbus'tnessofthe  House  then  commenced,, 
and  the  Report  of  the  Stdect  Committee  for  inspect" 
ing  certain  letters  relative  to  the  pending  investiga- 
tion into  the  conduct  of  the  Commander  in  Chief 
was  bi ought  up  by  i\lr.  L*,ach. 

It  stated  that  the  Committee  had  inspected  the 
letteis,  and  that  they  had  selected  certain  ol  them 
which  bote  upon  the  points  now  under  investigation, 
but  that  they  by-no  means  took  upon  themselves  to 
di  ctde  v<  hetiiei  such  letteis  were  admissible  evidence 
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or  not,  .  TJie  letters  so  selected  were  ordered  to  be 
referred  to  the  Committee. 

Lord  Folkstone  now  addressed  himself  to  the 
Speaker  as  follows  :  "  Sir ;  Before  I  move  the  Order 
of  the  Day  for  this  House  resolvrng  itself  into  a 
Committee  of  the  whole  House  to  proceed  further  in 
the  investigation  of  'he  conduct  o£the  Comuaander- 
'in  Chief,  i  trust  I  may  be  permitted  to  offer  a  few 
observations  on  the  line  of  ceuduct  which  has  been 
pursued. 

<l  1  do  conceive  that,  after  what  has  passed  in  the 
Committee  on  the  last  night,  it  is  not  now  necessary 
for  me  to  enter  into  any  explanations  with  a  view  to 
set  myself  right  in  the  opinion  of  this  House. 
{Hear !  hear  !j  But  I  do  most  sincerely  hope  that 
this  House  will  remember,  and  that  the  country 
will  never  forget,  that  my  Honourable  Friend  *,  and 
happy  am  I  in  calling  him  my  friend,  was  not  al- 
lowed the  course  of  proceeding  in  this  investigation 
which  he  had.originally  determined  upon,  but  was 
forced  into  the  line  of  conduct  which  was  recom- 
mended by  the  personal  friend  and  professional  ad- 
viser of  the  accused.  I  believe  upon  reference  to  any 
former  parliamentary  proceedings,  or  indeed  upon 
a  review  of  all  the  forms  and  precedents  of  any  ju- 
dicial inquiry,  this  case  will  be  found  the  only  one 
where  the  person  originating  the  charges  was  denied 
lo  take  the  course  he  wished,  particularly  when  that 
course  was  neither  incompatible  with  the  forms  of  the 
tribunal  to  which  he  appealed,  nor  inconsistent  with 
the  justice  that  was  required.  Let  the  House  also 
recollect,  and  the  country  never  forget,  that  my  Ho- 
nourable Friend  has  been  pressed  day  after  day,  nay, 
hour  after  hour,  to  the  prdsecution  of  his  charges 
without  intermission,  or  even  time  to  prepare  the  ne- 
cessary arrangements.  Nor  has  he  until  within  these 
few  day'Sj  that  I  felt  it  my  duty  to  offer  to  him  my 
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services,  had  the  power  of  employing  any  agent  to 
assist  him  in  his  arduous  but .  honourable  pursuit.— 
No,  on  himself  alone  has  depended  every  exer-tion 
to  meet  the  pressing  desire  on  the  other  side  of,  the 
House,  of  proceeding  without  the  slightest  relaxa- 
tion. He  has  not  been  able  to  avail  himself  of  the 
services  of  a  Lowten  or  a  Wilkinson  to  arrange  his 
documents,  and  to  marshal  his  witnesses.  Let  the 
House  also  recollect,  and  I  hope  the  country  wjill 
never  forget,  that  my  Honourable  Friend  has  pro-, 
secuted  this  accusation  under  an  express  threat  of 
infamy,  contingently  attaclving  to  him,  a  threap 
virulently  and  acrimoniously  urged  (bear  I  hear  lit 
which  has  been  repeated  and  re-echoed  by  more  than 
one  Member  in  this  House,  and  which  up  to  this 
moment  has  never  been  withdrawn,  never  retracted, 
nor  even  modified.  It  is  under  these  circumstances, 
first  refused  the  course  of  proceeding  which  he  de- 
sired, next  pressed  without  intermission  and  -under 
the  terror  of  a  menace,  that  my  Honourable  Friend 
has  tallowed  up  the  charges  which  he  has  so  manfully 
introduced.  These  general  observations  I  have 
thought  it  necessary  to  premise,  conceiving,  as  I  do, 
that  in  the  proceedings  of  this  inquiry  niy  Honour- 
able Friend  has  not"  been  fairly  us  ;d.  I  now  pro- 
ceed, Sir,  to  that  subject  which  1  did  not  think 
it  proper  last  night  to  explain,  but  which  from  certain, 
circumstances  that  have  this  day  come  to  my  know- 
ledge, the  same  duty  will  not  now  allow  me  to  with- 
hold. Some  days  ago,  a  Gentleman  wholly  un- 
known to  my  Honourable  Friend,  actuated,  as  he 
said,  by  a  desire  of  public  justice,  called  upon  hinj 
and  informed  him  that  he  had  seen  in  the  possession 
of  a  certain  Solicitor,  papers  strongly  bearing-  upon 
the  investigation  then  before  this  House.  lie  said 
that  an  unwillingness  to  produce  these  papers  existed 
in  that  Solicitor's  mind,  lest  any  imputation  should 
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be  thrown  on  his  character  as  a  professiooal  :ma*f. 
This  Gentleman  did  however  conceive,  that'  tny 
Honourable ;  Friend  might  determine  on  some  cine 
by  which  the. subject  could  be  fully  developed,  and 
the  necessary  .information  obtained.  As  an  origin 
to  that  clue,  he  stated,  that  those  papers  had  got 
into  the  possession  of  this  Solicitor,  in  consequence 
of  bis  being^  the  agent  to  a  bankruptcy.  The  name 
cf  the  .Bankrupt  being  ascertained,  it  v^as  easy  to 
discover  who  the  Solicitor  was.  But  it  sohappened 
that  there"  were  several  bankrupts  of  the  same  name, 
of  course  different  Solicitors,  and  therefore  it  was 
ijot  until  this  morning  that  I  discovered  the  identi- 
cal person  that  was  wanting.  I  called  upon  him,  and 
asked  him  whether  such  papers  were  in  existence  ? 
He  answered  in  the  affirmative,  but  was  extremely 
unwilling  to  produce  them.  He  was  apprehensive 
lest,  by  doing  so,  his  character  should  be  implicated, 
and  that  be  should  be  held  up  in  the  light  of  an  in- 
former, or  comprehended  with  other  persons  who 
had  been  brought  forward,  and  whose  testimony 
was  by  no  means  creditable  to  themselves.  He  also 
Stated,  that  as  he  was  under  personal  obligations 
to  the  Right  Honourable  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer, he  feared  such  conduct  would  be  construed 
into  personal  offence  to  him.  Upon  that  point  I  ex- 
pressed my  conviction  that  he  ought  not  to  entertain 
any  such  apprehensions,  and  offered  my  self  to  see  the 
Right  Honourable  Gentlemanopposite  onthesubject. 
But  the  jet  of  his  objection  was,  thatas  the  defence 
of  the  CCromander  in  Chief  appeared  to  be  taken  up 
as  a  Ministerial  measure  (Nol  No!  from  some  mem- 
bers,) he  was  apprehensive  that  he  should  incur  their 
displeasure,  and  the  displeasure  of  those  immediately 
Wilder  them,  which  would  probably  operate  to  the 
ruin  of  himself  and' his  family.  '  I  hear  some  mur- 
liiurs  of  disapprobation  from  Gentlemen  in  this 

H«use, 


(    7  ) 

House,  but  I  do  assure  them  that  this  5s  not  the  only 
case  where  similar  apprehensions  have  prevented 
persons  in  possession  of  strong  testimony  from  coming 
forward,  particularly  Officers  in  the  army,  and  where 
information  was  withheld  from  the  manner  in  which 
it  was  taken  up  by  the  King's  Servants  in  that  House. 
(Hear!  Hear ! J  But  to  return  to  my  interview 
with  this  Solicitor.  We  at. length  agreed  that  he 
should  wait  on  the  late  Solicitor  General  (Sir  S.  Ro- 
milly,)  and  consult  him  as  a  friend  on  the  line  of 
conduct  which  he  should  adopt.  I  beg,  however, 
to  state  first,  that  he  told  me  the  papers  were  not  now 
in  his  possession,  but  that  they  were  in  the  hands  of 
a  friend,  in  the  country  :  that  he  had  parted  with 
them  not  for  the  purposes  of  destruction,  bu  t  merely 
that,  if  called  upon,  he  could  be  able  to  say,  they 
•were  not  in  his  possession.  We  agreed  that  he 
ahould  state  my  conversation,  and  shew  the  letters 
to  the  late  Solicitor- General,  and  an  appointment 
for  the  answer  was  made  for  a  quarter  past  three 
o'clock  this  day.  I  did  call  at  the  period,  and  there 
found  a  note  left  for  me  by  the  Solicitor,  intimating 
his  inability  to -consult  that  Learned  (jeotleman,  "as 
he  was  professionally  engaged  before  the  Master  jbf 
the  .Rolls,  but  that  he  wquld- subsequently  ad vi'se 
meof  his  determination.  It  struck  me  that  the. claims 
of  public  duty  allowed  me  no  other  Course,  but  that 
I  should  come  down  to  this  House,  and  having  stated 
all  the  circumstances,  move  that  he  should  be  su'fh- 
moned  to  attend  at  the  Bar  of  this  House.  I  did 
communicate  my  view  of  the  subject  to*  the  Right 
Honourable  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  who 
acquiesced  in  the  propriety  of  my  determinatiqn . 
The  House  mustbeaware.that  as Ihave notseen  thdse 
papers,  I,  of  course,  cannot  pronounce  any  opini'on 
en  their  nature  and  tendency,  but  from  the  abstract 
which  I  have  perused,  made  out  by  a  person  who 
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has'seen  them,  I  am  inclined  to  think  that  they  bear 
upon  the  points  at  issue.  There  is  this  difficulty 
only,  that  f  believe  they  will  be  found  not  to  refer 
to  the  military  part  of  this  transaction,  but- to  the 
disposal  of  Civijl  Offices  under  Government.  As  the 
House  has  already  taken  such  subjects  into  its  con- 
sideration, there  can  be  no  objection  to  continuing 
its  inquiry.  Probably  when  these  letters  are  pro- 
duced, the  preferable  method  would  be  to  refer  them 
to  a  select  Committee,  as  in  the  case  of  last -night. 
From  this  statement,  1  presume  the  House,  in  its 
candour,  will  feel  convinced,  that  f  was  in  no  de- 
gree deserving  of  the  rebuke  with  which  I  was  last 
night  so  violently  assailed  from  the  Right  Honour- 
able Gentleman  *  on  the  opposite  side'of  the  House." 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  in  an- 
swer, observed,  "  that  he  could  not  remain  in  his 
placewithont  offering  a  few  observation?  on  the  very 
extraordinary  speech  they  had  jast  hear-.f  from  the 
Noble  Lord.  He  could  not  sit  silent,  and  acquiesce 
in  those  strong  aspersions  throw  n  out,  not  only  upon: 
some'  of  his  Honourable  Friends,  but,  upon  the  whole 
House 'of  Commons. — {Hear!  bear!)  The  Noble 
Lord  had  commented  in  a  novel  and  strange  manner 
on  the  House  not  adopting  the  line  of  conduct  which 
the  Honourable  Gentleman  f  opposite  had  wished 
to  pursue  in  prosecuting  this  charge,  and  had  told 
them  that  he  wished  the  House  and  the  country  to 
hold  it  in  everlasting  remembrance.  If  it  were  to  be 
held  in  remembrance  so  long,  latitat  least  be  handed 
down  to  posterity  correctly,  and'  not,  as  misrepre- 
sented by  the  Noble  Lord,  injurious  to  the  charac- 
ter of  the  British  House  of  Commons  in  its  senatorial 
capacity.  (Hear !  heart')  The  Learned  Gentleman 
whom  the  Noble  Lord  designated  as  the  professed 
friend  and  adviser  of  the  Duke  of  York,  had  indeed 

*  Mr.  Canning.  f  Mr-  Wairile. 
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expressed  a  desire,  as  instructed  by  his  Royal  High* 
ness,  to  have  this  inquiry  conducted  in  a  manner  as 
public  and  open  as  it  was  possible.  But  had  that 
been  forced  on  the  Honourable  Gentleman  who 
brought  forward  the  charge  (Hear!  hear!),  as  as* 
serted  by  the  Noble  Lord  ?  He  was  sure,  that  be- 
sides the  Noble  Lord's,  there  was  not  a  dissentient 
voice  in  the  House  to  the  proposition.  The  charge 
of  the  Noble  Lord  was  not  against  those  who  might 
have  differed'  in  opinion  with  his  Honourable  Friend ; 
it  was  not  against  a  majority,  who  had  carried  a 
measure  in  opposition  to  the  way  in  which  he  wished 
it ;  but  it  was  against  the  House,  for  not  adopting 
a  course  of  proceeding  so  natural  and  proper,  that 
excepting  himself,  Hot  one  person  spoke  against  it. 
He  did  not  mean  to  say  that  no  other  course  had 
been  proposed,  but  that  no  one  had  objected  to  the 
present,  on  the  grounds  now  stated  by  the  Noble 
Lord.  This,  however,  was  not  all,  the  Honourable 
Gentleman  *  himself  had  acquiesced  in  this  course 
without  expressing  the  slightest  reluctance,  ^and  did 
not  even  suggest  the  appointment  of  a  Committee. 
The  line  of  conduct  was  not  pressed  upon  him  as  now 
represented.  Was  it  then  fair  or  just  to  the  House 
of  Commons,  to  have  their  procedure  urged  as  one 
-unheard  of  in  Courts  pf  Justice  or  in  Parliament  ? 
(Hear!  bear!)  Was  it  just  to  cite  this  as  an  in- 
stance of  harshness  towards  the  Honourable  Gentle- 
man who  stood  forward  as  the  accuser  of  the  Com- 
mander in  Chief?  Or  was  it  just  to  hold  them  up  in 
their  senatorial  functions  as  impeding'either  the  Ho- 
nourable Gentleman's  course,  or  the  course  ofjustice, 
while  they  had  been  using  every  exertion  to  procure 
the  fullest,  fairest,  and  most  public  investigation  ! 
|  Hear !  bear !}—  If  they  were  to  be  tried  by  the  pub* 
lie  it  was  only  necessary  to  shew  what  they  had  done, 
to  make  it  appear  that  the  accuser  had  been  assisted 

*  Mr.  Wardte. 
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%kh  „  advice,  suggestions  and  encouragements  of 
fyery  kind  unparalied  in  any  similar  instance  !;  After 
this  to  hear  the  noble.  Lord  make  such  assertions  as 
h,e  had  done,  excited  his -warmest  feelings,  and  he 
could  not  help  expressing  his  disapprobation  of  so'  un- 
j'uft  amode  of  represenfingthefacts  that  had  occurred. 
As  a  proof  of  the  truth  of  his  statements  he  had  to' re- 
mind the  Noble  Lord,  that-  in  the  whole  course  of  this  ' 
inquiry  there  had  not  been  a  single  decision,  nor  a 
single  proposition  of  any  kind  made,  which  the  Pro- 
secutor had  not  agreed  to.  This  was  a  strong  ma- 
nifestation that  nothing  improper  had  been  done, 
and  without  meaning  to  flatter  the  Noble  Lord,  he 
might  say,  that  if  any  course  to  which  he  was  hostile 
had  been  persisted  in,  he  was  one  of  those  who 
would  be  the  last  to  give  upiiis  own,  or  advising  hj*» 
Honourably  Friend  to  give  up  his  opinion,  without 
taking  the  sense  of  the  House  upon  it.  He  was  not 
of  a  disposition  to  let  slip  an  opportunity  of  this 
kind,  without  calling  for  this  expression  of  the  sense 
of  the  House  to  mark  those  who  disagreed  with  hini 
in  sontiment,  and  band  down  a  glorious  and  meri- 
torious minority,  always  to  be  remembered  by  the 
House  and  by  tbe  country!  (Hear,  hear.)  As  for 
what  the  Noble  Lord  had  said?  respecting  the  rapid 
manner  in  which  these  charges  had  been  pushed  on, 
surely  no  blame  could  attach  to  the  House,  seeing 
that  his  Honourable  Friend  had  chosen  his  own  time 
to  bring  them  forward  when  he  ought  to  h-'.ve  been 
prepared  to  carry  them  on.  Every  indulgence  as  to 
time  and  manner  had  been  allowed  ;  the  charges  had 
been  fixed  conditionally,  dependent  upon  the  possi- 
bility of  finding  the  witnesses  ;  and  Mr.  VVardte 
would  do  the  House  the  justice  to  say  that  tbe  days 
were  settled  according  to  his  convenience.  This 
was  all  that  could  in  justice  be  done ;  f_>r.  nothing 
could  be  so  unfair  as  thus  to  launch  a  person  upon 
public  attention  with  many  accusations,  and  then 

admit 
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admit  ot  any  delay  in  bringing  the  matter  to  an  18*- 
sue !  The  Noble  Lord  had  also  misrepresented,  when 
he  said  that  his  Honourable'  Friend  had  proceeded 
with  the  threat,  that  infamy  would  fall  on  him.  in 
case  of  failure.  This  was  notthe  case.'  It  had  been 
said  that  infamy  was  due  somewhere,  not  upon  Mr. 
Wardle,  or  the  illustrious  Person  who  was  the  sub. 
ject  of  this  Inquiry;  but  if  it  should  turn  out  that  a 
conspiracy  existed,  that  those  who  formed  it  should 
be  stigmatized,  And  if  such  did  turn  out  to  be  the 
real  state  of  the  matter,  those  who  had  lent  them- 
selves too  easily  to  the  purposes  of  such  persons, 
■would  not  escape  censure.  He  was  one  of  those 
who  represented  the  hardship  and  grievance  of  tell- 
ing in  the  evening,  that  on  the  following  day,  some- 
thing, the  nature  of  which  was  unknown,  but  which 
was  stated  to  be  formidable  and  disgraceful,  would 
be  brought  forwarsl  as  a  charge  !  He  again  stated, 
that,  in  his  opinion,  theNobie  Lord  did  not  return  a 
satisfactory  answer,  when  he  said  he  did  not  even 
know  where  the  papers  were  to  be  found,  on  which 
his  charge  waa  intended  to  be  brought.  But  it  was  no 
stigma  on  him  to  lament  the  hardship  imposed  by 
such  a  mode  of  proceeding  on  the  individual  accused. 
With  regard  to  what  the  Noble  Lord  had  stated, 
respecting  the  person  who  had  the  papers,  if  that  per- 
son wished  to  withhold  them  from  any  gratitude  for 
a  kindness  received  from  him,  he  could  only  observe, 
that  his  recollection  of  the  obligation  was  more  acute 
than  the  memory  of  the  bestower.  It  might,  how- 
ever, have  happened  in  the  course  of  his  profession, 
that  some  kindness  might  have  been  done  to  that  per- 
son, though  now  forgotten  by  him.  In  narrating  the 
circumstances,  the  Noble  Lord  had  through  inad- 
vertence, forgot  to  mention  what  he  had  told  him 
in  private;  namely,  that  this  person  had  said, 
that  if  he  {the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer)  was 
applied  to  he  could  only  give  (me  answer,  that 

no 
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no  obstruction  should  be  given  to  information,  but 
on  the  contrary  every  communication  made.  In  a 
subsequent  part  of  his  speech,  the  Noble  Lord  had 
gone  a  little  farther  than  he  ought  to  have  done, 
when  he  stated,  that  he  knew  instances  where  mo- 
mentous information  was  withheld,  and  investigation 
obstructed,  by  a  fear  of  offending  persons  in  power. 
Would  he  recollect  for  a  moment  (he  did  not  call 
upon  him  to  hold  it  in  everlasting  remembrance), 
what  an  effect  such  an  assertion  would  have  on  the 
public  mind  ?  He  was  not  stating  one  charge  that 
cpuld  be  examined,  but  that  a  number  existed 
which  would  bring  infamy  on  the  Duke  of  York  ! 
Was  it  fair  by  any  man  ?  Was  it  fair  by  the  low- 
est person  whom  the  highest  could  bring  to  the 
Bar,  to  cheat  them  of  character  by  these  vague 
and  invisible  attacks '.  [Hear,  bear,  bear!).— 'Was 
it  fair  by  the  Duke  of  York  to  say  it  is  no  mat- 
ter though  you  should  be  acquitted  of  every  charge 
brought  against  him  ;  these  are  nothing  to  what 
we  might  produce!  (Hear,  bear!)  The  Noble 
Lord  had  found  by  experience  the  result  of  many 
of  his  charges  very  different  from  what  he  at  first 
supposed  they  would  turn  out  to  be.  Might  he 
not,  reasoning  by  analogy,  be  inclined  to  think 
that  many  of  those  concealed  cases  were  of  a  similar 
nature  !  If  so,  he  had  done  genera!  mischief  to  the 
Duke  of  York,  and  to  the  cause  of  justice,  by  men- 
tioning  charges  which  he  had  no  opportunity  of  an- 
swering or  of  knowing  where  they  wera  to  be  met ! 
He  had  said  this  much  ftkh  respect  to  what  had  fal- 
len from  the  Noble  Lord.  As  for  the  particular  in- 
stance alluded  to,  if  the  person  who  held  the  papers 
could  be  found  to  produce  them  at  the  bar,  then  lie 
had  no  objetion  to  their,  being  properly  selected  by 
a  Committee,  or  by  the  Noble  Lord  himself,  to 
satisfy  his  mind  that  there  were  grounds  for  his  pro? 
ceeding." 
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Lord Folkstone  explained. — "lie  had  complain- 
ed of  the  hard  manner  in  which  he  and  his  honour- 
able friend  had  last  night  been  pressed,  although  it 
had  then  been  declared  by  them,  that  they  were 
not  prepared  to  bring  forward  the  circumstances  to 
vyhich  they  had  alluded.  As  to  what  had  been  said, 
by  him  on  .the  subject,  of  the  infamy  that  the  gen- 
tlf  men  opposite  had  anticipated,  he  appealed  to  the 
recollection  of  the  House,  whether  it  had  not  been 
distinctly  declared,  that  infamy  must  fall  on  the  ac- 
cuser or  the  accused."  ■  ' 
,  The; G ii  an  cello  r  of  the  Exchequer,  in  .addi- 
tion to  .what  he  had  just  said,  begged  leave,  to  ob- 
serve, "  that  if  the  further-cases  which  the  noble 
Lord  mentioned,  really  existed,  the  noble  Lord  had 
not-hing  to  do  brat  summary  those,  officers  whom  he 
described  as  reluctant  to  come  forward  to  the  Bar 
of  the  House,  that  they  might  be  examined." 

Mr.  Adam  said,  "  that  he  was  not  present  at  the 
commencement  of  the  noble  Lord's  speech,  but  he 
understood  that  the  noble  Lord  ,had  stated  that  the 
honourable  Gentlerjian,  by  whom  the  charges  were 
preferred  against  th'q  Duke  of- York^  had  been  dri- 
ven from  the,.epurse  of  proceeding  _ which  he  was 
desirous  of  adopting,  Jby,  the  professed  adviser  of  his 
Royal  Highness.  He, 'wished  to  know  from  the 
noble  .'Lord  .whether! or  .not  "he  had  been  misin- 
formed t"  .... 

Lord  f'pLKSTO^E.  /epfifd,,  «  that  what  he  ha$ 
stated  was,  that  tliejuie  of  prpc,e<jiiing  pursued  by 
the.  House  was ..a/iopted  &t  the  suggestion,  of  the 
professed  advisers, of  the  Duke  of  York. 

Mr.  Adam  said,  "  the  subject  of  his  complaint 
xy'ag,  that  in  the,  House  of  Commons,  where  every 
person  had  a  particular  description  by  which  he  was 
to  be.-addressed^  w.here,  &f  a  gentlem-an  not  of  the' 
■profession,  heavas  .distinguishell  by,;  t;he  appellation 
lic-uourable ,-  and  if  of.. the  profession  to  which  he 
'  No*.  'XVI.  V.  2.         '      C      "  belonged 
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belonged,  by  the  appellation  of  learned.,  not  only 
an  irregular  but  an  unjust  epithet  had  been  used  to 
him.  If  the  noble  Lord  had  said  the  learned  Gen- 
tleman had  forced  the  House  to  adopt  the  mode  of 
proceeding  which  had  been  gone  into,  he  should 
have  taken  no  notice  of  the  circumstance,  considering 
that  as  completely  answered  by  the  right  honourable 
Gentleman  who  spoke  last.  But  when  the.  noble 
Lord  said  thai  he  was  the  professed  adiiser  of  the 
Duke  of  York  in  a  parliamentary  proceeding,  he  had 
a  right  to  complain,  and  to  contradict  the  assertion. 
This  was  a  stigma  he  did  not  deserve  should  attach 
to  him.  He  was  actuated  by  feelings  of  long  and 
personal  regard  for  h*s  Royal  Highness,  but;  it  was 
not  correct  or  just  to  say  that  he  was  his  professed 
adviser  in  this  parliamentary  proceeding.  That 
that  was  calculated  to  make  an  impression  on  the 
country  greatly  to  his  prejudice  if  unobservedupon, 
— -He  was,  therefore,  anxious  to  repel  the  effect 
that  the  appellation  given  him  by  the  noble  Lord 
might  produce,  and  that  it  might  go  out  to  the  pub>- 
lic  that  he  had  repelled  the  charge  on  the  one  hand, 
as  the  noble  Lord  gave  it  on  the  other.  He  felt 
most  severely  being  put  under  the  necessity ,  of 
speaking  of  himself;  but  there  were  situations 
which  compelled  a  person,  however  unwillingly,  to 
do  so,  and  he  knew  he  could  trust  to  the  candour 
of  the  House  while  he  stated  that,  in  a  long  public 
life,  in  the  House  and  out  of  it,  there  was  not  a 
stain  or  blot  on  that  integrity  and  independence  of 
character  which  it  had  been  his  onby  boast  to  obtain, 
and  would  be  his  pride  to  hand  down  to  his  poste- 
rity. He  asked  the  House,  if  there  was  a  single 
instance,  in  the  twenty-five  years  he  had  sat  in  that 
House,  in  which  he  had  departed  from  those  prin-* 
ciples  which  he  had  originally  adopted  as  the  line  of 
his  conduct  ?  He  had  experienced  adversities,  with 
which  it  would  be  impertinent  to  trouble  the  House  : 
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lie  had  been,  no  stranger  to  the  res  angustee  dome, 
but  still  he  had  the  heartfelt  reflection  to  know  th,at 
he  had  uniformly  acted  on  the  purest  principles  ; 
ancfby  his  exertions  in  a  laborious,  profession,  ho- 
nourably seemed  his  independence;  and  he  trusted 
that  it  was  too  late  now  to  affect  bis.  character  by 
the  unjust  and  un parliamentary  appellation  which 
the  noble  Lord  had  used.  He  would  not  have  said 
so  much,  but, he  knew  what  would  go  abroad,  aud 
tje  was  anxious  that  it  should, not  go  into, the  vyopld 
without  contradiction  that  he  was  actuated  by  any 
thing  improper.  With  regard  to  his  conduct  in  the 
present  proceeding,  it  would  be  in  the  recollection 
of  the  .House  whether  he  had  not  confined  his  ob- 
servations almost  entirely  to  the;  regularity  of  their 
proceedings  without  entering  into  debate  or  .exa- 
mination of  .witnesses,  That  he  had -often  been 
examined  himself,  and  that  he,  would  assert  With 
confidence  the  cot  redness, and  accuracy  of  his, evi- 
dence. Bat  that  very  circumstance  of  his  being 
called  on  in  that  character,  and  the  length  of  the. 
proceedings,  which  led  even  the  best,  interitknied 
persons  to  mistake  his  statements,  made  him  ihore- 
anxious  and  earnest  to  repel  this  unjust  charge.. 
The  honourable  Gentleman*,  on  the  first  day  of 
the  proceeding  had,  no  doubt,:  in  the  course  of  ,his 
speech -talked  of  a  select  committee,  but  be  Had  hot 
moved  for  it.  Mr.  Yorke  had  suggested  a  parlia- 
mentary commission.  Mr,  Wilberforce  had,  op- 
posed the  Committee  of  the  whole  House ;  so  bad 
the  noble  Lord.  lie  had  no  doubt.said,  that  pub- 
licity was  an  object  of  the  greatest  importance. 
The  motion,  however,  for  the  Committee  of  the 
whole  House  was  not  made  by  him,  but  by  a  .right 
honourable  Gentleman  opposite. .  He  asked,- if  in 
this  proceeding  there  was  any,  deviation  from,' the 

,  *  Mr.  Wardle.      ./,    '  '  '  ■ 
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most  open  and  fair  ,  inquiry  ?  if  there  was  any  ap- 
pearance of  plan  or  disguise  to  mislead  the  House,' 
in  which  there  had  been  the  most  free,  uricontronted 
investigation,without  restraint,  and  v\  ithout  one  single 
division  to  prevent  the  utmost  latitude  6/  accusa- 
tion— if  he  trad  done  any  thing  which  could  affix'to 
his,  name,  that  he  was  the  professed  adviser  of  the 
Royal  Duke  ?  He  begged  pardon  for  troubling"  ihe 
House,  and  he  recommended' to  the  noble  \Lerd  :to. 
address  gentlemen  of  that  House  in  the  mo'de  lhey' 
were  entitled' to, 

Lord  Folkestone  explained, 

Mr.  Calcraft  said,  he  should  not  have. 'found' 
fault  with  what  had  fallen  fiom  the  noble 'Lord,  if 
he  had  not  taken  credit  to  himself  at  the  expence 
of  almost  every  other  Member  of  the  House;  as  if 
Lis  honourable  Friend  had  been  deserted,  and  left 
alone,  and  the  noble  Lord  had  been  the  only  person' 
who  assisted  him  in  the  investigation.  That,  how- 
ever had  not  been  the  situation  of  his  honourable 
Priend.  If  it  had,  ignoiant  as  he  was  of  the  sub- 
ject of  the  charges,  he  should  not  have  refused  his 
feeble  aid.  Independent  of  other,  circumstances,' 
however,  he  should  have  acted  the'  part  he  did, 
from  having  observed  the  industry, and  ability  dis- 
played by  his  honourable  Friend  in  another  case  *  ; 
knowing  which,  he  should  have  thought  he  acted 
an  indelicate  and  dishonourable  pait  had  he  thrust 
bimself  into  the  present  charges.  Nothing,  he  was 
of  opinion,  could  be  so  honourable  to  his  honour- 
able Frieud,  as  that  he  stood  single  and  unsup- 
ported in  so  important  and  weighty  an  inquiry, "arid, 
lie  entertained  not  a  doubt  that  the  evils  he  h 
posed,  ,and  should  be  able  still  to  expose,  would,  not 
only  justify  him  in  the  part  he  had  taken,  but' enti- 
tle him  to  the  thanks  of  the  House  and  of  the 
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country.  It  did  not  become  his  noble  Fnencf,how- 
evei,  to  anogate  to  himself  the  sole  roent  of  assist- 
ing his  honouiable  Fnend,  he  (Mi  Calcraft)  must 
claim  equal  men'  to  himself  He  should  with  plea- 
sme  heai  01  lead  a  panegyiic  on  the  noble  Lord, 
but  he  would  i&thei  that Tt  should  come  fiom  some 
othei  tongue  01  pen  than  his  own 

Lout  FoLksioNE  explained,  that  he  aiK>gaiecT 
no  met  it  to  himself  iiom  the  aid  he  gave  to  his  ho- 
nouiable Inend  He  only  alluded  to  the  assistance 
he  had  been  able  to  give  him  out  of  doors 

The  House  now  lesolved  itself  into  a  Committee 
ot  the  whole  House,  to  considei  the  conduct  of  hi* 
Royal  Highness,  the  Commander  m  Chief. 

Mi  Whapton  in  the  chair 

Mi  Wardi  e  said  that  a  mmoui  had  gone  abioad 
that  it  was  intended  to  insist  that  the  evidence  of. 
Mjs  Claiketo  the  t  ict  ot  the  letleis  of  the  Duke 
of  Yoik  being  in  his  Royal  Higliness's  hand  wilting 
was  not  sufficient  He  wished  to  know  if  this  was. 
so,  and  called  on  the  gentlemen  opposite  to  make 
a  declaiation,  whethei  they  admitted  the  wilting  of 
the  Coimnandei  in  Chief 

The  Atiornly  General  stated,  that  no  person' 
with  whom  he  was  connected  had  any  authonty  0,n 
this  subject 

Mi  Waedle  wished  to  call  the  attention  of  t,hg 
House  to  some  letters  ot  Samuel  Caitei 

Mr  Leach  said,  befoie  these  letteis  could  be 
lead,  it  would  be  necessaiy  that  the  hand  wnting 
be  proved 

Mis  MARY  ANN  CLARKE  was  called  in,  and 
jexamihed  by  the  Committee,  as  fellow's. 

Mr  War  die  Q  Do  you  know  the  himt}-"vtTv£sng  of 
Samuel  Carter Yes-,  rdoi'  '    "  1 

C3  Q  Do 
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Q.  Do  you  know  that  to  be  his  hand-writing  ? 
A  Yes,  I  do. 

Q   Is  that  also  [anothei  letter]  his  hand-wuting 1 
A.  Yes,  and  that  also  [a  third  Utter  ] 
Q  Have  you  evei  seen  hnfl  write  ? 
A-  Yes,  I  have,  many  times 

Q  Do  you  know  the  hand-wiiting  of  General  Cla* 
veiuig' — A  Yes,  I  do 

Q,  Have  you  ever  seen  him  wiite  ? 
A  Yes,  I  have,  many  times 

Q  Do  yon  know  that  to  be  his  hand-writing  ?  [u  letter 
lemg  hhewn  to  the  witnefs  ] 

A  Yes,  it  is  [T/nee  other  letters  being  shewn  to 
Mrs.  Clai/ce]  These  also  aie  Geneial  Clavenng's  hand- 
writing 

Q  Is  that  the  hand-wntmg  of  Baroness  Nolleken  J 
\a  letter  being  shewn  to  the  witness  ] — -A  Yes. 

Q  Is  that  also  ?  [anothei  lettet] — -A   It  is. 

Q  Did  you  ever  see  the  Baioness  write' 

A.  Yes,  I  have  ,  and  that  also,  [a  third  letter}  is  her 
hand-wiiting. 

Q.  Did  you  evei  see  Mi,  Fldeiton  write  > 

A.  There  aie  thiee  Mi  Eldeifon's. 

Q  Did  you  evei  see  the  Mi  Eldeiton  wiite  by  whom 
those  letteis  aie  subscribed  ? 

A.  Yes,  I  got  him  i  J'aymasteiship  m  the  22d  Light 
Dragoons,  these  thiee  aie  all  his  hand-writing;  it  is  the 
eldeft  Mr.  Elderton,  BeiQie  I  leate  the  House  I  beg 
leave  to  say,  I  nevei  m  my  life  told  Mi.  Nicholls  that  I 
was  man  ted  to  Mi  Dowlei,  and  that  the  Duke  of  Yolk 
■would  send  him  abroad,  nor  any  thjng  of  the  kind.  F 
xather  think  he  has  been  bnbed'  by  Mr.  Wilkinson. 

The  following  papers  were  read : 

«'  Honoured  Madam,  "  20th  Sejjt  1804  " 

**  J  wrote  to  the  Inspector  General  (Gwvnn)  for  leave  of  absence 
"  on  the  14ih,  butreceived  no  answer,  which  has  thrown  me 
"  into  a  great  dilemma,  having  this  morning  been  put  m 
**  orders  10  hold  myself  m  readiness  to><Jo  duty  m  a  day  op 
"  two  The  Adjutant,  infc  rms  me,  if  I  have  not  tny  regi- 
"*  nieutais  ready  when  called  upon,  1  shall  be  put  under  an 
**  arrest     Permit  me.  Madam,  to  hejie  that  your  goodness 
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"  which  I  have  experienced  so  often  m  the  greatest  degree 
"  possible)  will  extricatr-  me  from  so  unpleasant  a  situation, 
"  by  obtaining  me  leave  of  absence  speedily 
Honoured  Madam,  the  favour  oi  a  line  would  tend  to  disperse 
"  those  fears  which  have  been  some  time  prevalent  with  me, 
"  v,  hich  was  occasioned  by  your  silence,  (viz  )  that  «ome  part 
"  of  my  conduct  has  offended  you  from  gratitude,  I  say  with 
"  energy,  God  Almighty  forbid 

"  Accept,  Madam,  the  sincere  thanks  and 
"  acknowledgment*  of  yourgiateful  servant, 

SAMUEL.  CARTEft  " 


Note'    Having  wrote  tt>  his  Rc-yal Highness  for  leave,  1  received 
"  an  answer,  directing  me  to  apply  to  the  Inspector  GenStai, 

"  Mc  Clarke, 
18^  Gloucester-place,  Portman-square,  London  " 

"  Isle  of  Wight,  2(i  Oct  18«4  " 

I  was  extremely  sorry  at  not  having  had  it  in  my  power  to  wait 
"  until  you  came  in  from  the  Baton's,  in  order  to  thank  you^ 
"  for  the  kind  benevolence  1  have  ever  experienced  from  j  oa„ 
"  and  which  has  made  so  deep  an  impression  on  my  heart  and 
"  mind  as  not  to  be  erased  by  tinle  Honoured  Madam,'  I 
"  have  still  to  beg  the  continuance  of  that  benevolense ,  for, 
"  having  placed  me  m  a  situation  *rhi"h  requites  a.g-eat  nu-iu- 
•*  ber  ot  expensive  thing? at  'irst,  and  notwithstanding  having 
"  laid  out  my  money  with  the  greatest  economy,  1  find  it  tnad- 
"  equate  I  have  now  the  offer  of  a  barrai  k-'oom  (which  will 
"  save  the  expence  of  lodgings),  but  I  have  no  cot,  or  any 
"  money  to  buy  one,  neither  have  I  any  to  subset  on  till  the 
•'  24th  If,  Madam,  you  will  extend  your  kindness  towafds 
"  me  once  moie,  it  will  ever  be  gratefully  remembered 
"  by,  Madam,  your  sincerely  thankful  servant, 

"  SAMUEL  CARTER  " 


Honoured  Madam,  I  have  set  the^  things  down  which  I  bought, 
"  by  which  you  will  see  the  state  of  my  p«r*e 

"  Belt  and  feather    .  18  0 

"  To  swoid  and  sashr  6    3  0 

"  Gorget  and  swordknot'         1'   8'  0- 

"  Paid  Lewis    .  7'   Or  0 

"  Ditto- laundry  maid  0»  10  <J 

"  Ditto  taylor's  tall  .      %  0 

«  Trunk  .       .  .       If  U  6,  < 

<!  Gloves  and  stockings  .       12  0 

"  Silk handji«chiefs  .  „  0,14  0 


23i  Al.tfti  '  ' 
"  Round 
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Brought  fonvird  .     22  0  0 

"  Kound  hat  trimmed  .        1  14  9 

"  Watch  from  pledge  2  3  0 

"  Boots  and  shoes  3  10  0 

"  hxpencesdiwn     ,  .       2  5  0 

"  Boi  rowed  at  depot  6  2  6 

"  1  o  jacket  and  trimming*       4  i>  0 
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"  Mrs  CIarke> 
"  18,  Gloucester-place  Portmau  square,  London  ' 


"  Chrendon  Transport,  Spithead,  4th  Jan  VS05. 
"  Honoured  Madam, 

"  Impelled  by  mv  dieadful  situation,  and  ray  perfect  knowledge 
"  of  your  goodness,  1  tiuat  j  ou  will  pardon  the  liberty  of  ad- 
"  dressing  you  again 

u  Since  my  last,  the  embarkation  has  taken  place,  and  I  am  now 
"  on  board  in  a  situation  not  to  be  described  You  can  form 
"  a  be'ter  idea  of  it  than  in  my  power  to  express  I  haveno 
M  stock  for  the  \o>age,  neither  have  I  any  money  to  purchase 
'  those  tittle  things  which  are  absolutely  necessary  I  ha\e 
"  to  keep  watch  four  hour  every  night,  and  hive  nothing  tp 
"  eat  but  salt  meat  thiee  times  a  week,  and  water  to  drink,  the 
"  turn  being  so  bad,  'tis  impossible  to  drink  it 

"  Your  goodness  to  me  hts  ever  been  such  as  leaves  not  the  smallest 
"  doubt  that  you  will  not  suffer  me  to  staive  in  the  situation 
"  you  have  been  pleased  to  place  roe,  and  which  i.  such  as 
"  will  ever  tend  to  make  me  the  most  grateful  and  happy  of 
"  beings 

"  Should,  Madam,  you  be  induced  to  take  into  consideration  my 
l<  wretched  case,  and  by  a  little  pecuniary  aid  save  me  fiom 
"  every  thing  that  is  horrible,  it  wilt  be  an  act  worthy  of 
"  yourself,  and  miprmt  that  upon  my  heart  which  will  never 
**  be  erased 

"  I  am,  Madam,  your  grateful  seivant, 

"  SAMUEL  CARTER " 
"  Be  so  kind  as  direct  the  letters  to  be 
"  left  at  the  Post- office,  Portsmouth  " 

"PS  We  shall  la)  at  Spithead  this  fortnight  — Having  received 
"  orders  to  sail  to  Coik  this  morning,  1  have  opened  the  let- 
"  ter,  m  ordir  to  pray  you  would  riuect  to  Coik,  but  we  only 
"  stay  there  twenty-four  hours,  as  the  convoy  is  appointed  " 

"  Mrs  Clarke, 
«'  18,  Gloucester  place,  Portman  square,  London 

The  Cleik  .was  about  to  read  Baronesb  Nolleken's 
letters,  when<- 

Mr. 
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Mi  Leach  observed,  that  the  Select  Committee 
appointed  to  examine  the  letters  had  selected  those 
which  had  been  pie&ented  a3  relevant  to  the  matter 
befote  the  House.  In  doing  this,  they  had  pio~ 
eeecled  on  the  pi  maple,  that  ever}'  lettei  which, 
djiectly  01  indiiectly,  shewed  the  influence  of  Mrs. 
Chuke,  ought  to  be  pioduced,  although  not  imme- 
diately connected  with  the  cli,aiges  befoie  the 
House.  These  letteis  hom  the  Bdioness  Nolleken 
had  foi  instance  no  leleience  to  any  of  the  charges. 
They  meiely  lelated  to  an  application  made  to  Mrs. 
Clarke,  that  she  would  use  hei  influence  to  induce 
his  Rojal  Highness,  the  Duke  o{  Yoik,  to  inter- 
fere in  a  mallei  wholly  civil.  He  doubted  whether 
those  letteis  could,  with  piopnet}',  be  read  to  the 
Committee,  as  the  enquny,  in  which  they  weie  en- 
gaged, was  a  military  and  not  a  civil  one. 

Mi.  Whitbread  submitted  to  the  Committee, 
that  at  any  jate  the  othei  letteis  might  fiist  be  lead. 

"  My  dear  Mrs  C  "  Bishops  Walthara,  Sotfi  June  1804 
"  Where  jour  note  of  Wednesday  has  been  travelling,  as  it  only 
"  arrived  here  this  morning,  I  have  no.  notion,  and  it  had 
"  not  reached  Conduit  street  at  five  o'tlock  Wednesday  after- 
"  noon,  when  I  quitted  town  The  disappointment  is  pro- 
"  voking,  as  I  paiticularly  wished  to  have  seen  you  But 
"  we  must  console  oui selve»  in  the  hope  of  more  fortunate 
"  times 

"  Very  truly  join's 

"  H  M  CLAVERiNG"  " 

"  Mrs  Clarke, 
"  18,  Gk^ster  place,  Portman-sqnare,  London  " 

"  My  dear  Mr»,  C   "Bishops  Waltham,  5  Sept  1804  " 

"  You  mention  that  His  Royal  Highness  did  not  comprehend 'my 
"  proposal,  mv  idea  wis  thio, —the  Defence  Au,  Article  JO, 
"  states,  "  that  men  to  be  rus^d  by  that  Act,  are  nal  cora- 
"  pelUbte  to  seive  outot  the  Umttd  h Uigdom  and  islands  mi- 
"  mediately  a  tacned  "  And  in  32,  "  that  they  shall  not  re- 
'  .  ,mam  embodied  for  more  than  sia  mouths  after  the  peace  " 
"  We  have  alieady  expeuenced  the  fatal  oeeessuj  of  disbmd- 
*'  jng  corps  at  an  apparent  conclusion  of  war,  and  the'nus- 

<■  c'vcJ 
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"  chief  anting  from  holding  out  temptation  to  men  to  extend 
"  their  so  u-cs 

Mi  piojosil  then  was  to  ra.se  i  battalion  for  genaal  anil  uih- 
"  mued  sttiiice%  by  the  \ot  m*ny  offus  of  a  stipuhtcd  number 
"  of  niCii  from  each  regiment  of  mititia,  at  a  ceitain  bouuU, 
"  in  the  sime  manner  as  .ome  of  our  regiments  were  aug. 
"  mented  dunng  the  last  wir  Tie  batrai'on  to  be  solely  offi- 
"  cered  fiom  the  half  pay  list,  by  which  Government  v.  ould 
'  at  onee  aequire  a  cenairi  effective  and  well  chsdplmtd  loice, 
'<  whose  setuces  they  can  to  an\  period  command^  the  half- 
"  pay  be  lightened,  and  the  militia  coloiels  have  no  reason  to> 
growl,  since  it  is  di  termmed  tha.  their  establishment  is  to 
"  be  ledured,  towaids  which  the  men  so  volunteering  would 
"  conduce 

Should  an  opportunity  occur,  do  submit  the  plan  to  His.  Royal 
"  Highness,  without  arguing  too  strongly  upon  u,  as  he  must 
"  be  tired  to  death  with  proposals ,  and  as  I  would  not  appear,, 
"  even  through  so  circuitous  a  channel,  to  trespass  On  his  pa- 
"  tience,  when  so  recently  under  an  obligation,  for  mv  present! 
"  appointment 

If  you  approve  of  dry  reading,  get  the  Defence  Act  to  refer  to^ 
<l  and  do  communicate  all  the  good  things  in  the  good  town 
"  Always  very  truly  yours, 

«  H  M  GLAVf  BING." 


«  My  dear  Mrs  C  "  28  Sept 

I  shall  not  pursue  the  partridges  on  the  first  of  September ,  on 
"  the  contraty,  propose  being  m  London  m  the  couise  of  the 
"  morning.,  and  beg  you  will  send  me  word  at  the  Prince*  of 
"  Wales  Coffee-house,  whether  you  can  receive  me  in  boots 
"  about  sia,  or  late),  if  you  please. 

"  Veiy  truly,, 

Mrs  Clarke,  "H  M  CLAVERING  " 

"  18,  Glo'attr-place,  Portman-square,  London  " 


"  My  dear  Mrs  C  "  Bishops  Waltham,  11  Nov  1804 

The  purpoit  of  this  is.  to  tliank  you  for  jour  attempt  to  i„rve 
"  re.,  fho  unsuccessful,  the  tneliuation,  being  ihe  same  On 
"  Sunday  next  1  propose  benign,  town,  if  pos.ible,  for  one 
"  day  on'y     Can  you  so  contuse  thai  we  shall  meet' 
"  Yours  veiv  tiulj, 

Mrs  CI  irke,  "  H  M  CLAVERING-  " 

"  18,  GloMer-place,  Portman  square,  London  " 


«  Mv  dear  Mrs  C.  "  Bisho,  ij  Waltham,  12  Dec  1804  " 

There  is  a  saong  report,  that  some  new  rtgiments  are  about  to  be 
"  raised,  which,  tho' mciedible,  1  will  be  obligi d  to  you  to 
"  asceitam  the  tiuth  ot,  and  to  acquaint  me  smn  as  possible 
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«  __«„a.W  O  left  mt  this  morning  for  'own,  to  return  agaiu 
"  ne  it  week 

"  Very  trulj  vours, 
Mrs  Clarke,  "H  M  C LOWERING  " 

GloVer-place,  Portman-square,  London" 


Mi  Eldei  toi's  letters  wei  e  about  to  be  i  ead,  when 
Mr  Lfach  submitted  to  the  House,  that  although 
Mis  Clarke  had  said  that  she  had  obtained  for  Mr. 
Eldeiton  a  paymastei ship,  she  had  not  said  that  that 
paymastership  was  ptotuied  thiou<ih  the  Duke  of 
Yoik 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  cowcuned 
m  the,  propriety  of  the  obsei  vatiou  made  by  the 
Hon  Gentleman  Mis.  Claike  might  have  obtain- 
ed this  paymasteiship  through  other  channels,  by 
the  means  of  Mr  Maltby  foi  instance  In  his  opi- 
nion it  was  indiapensible  thatshe  should  be  examined 
on  this  point. 

Mis  MARY  ANN  CLARKE  was  again  called 
in,  and  examined  by  the  Committee,  as  follows. 

Q  Through  what  influence  did  you  get  the  paymas- 
tership  for  Mr  Eldert«h  > 

A  The  Duke  of  Yoik  obliged  Mr  Greenwood  to  give 
it,  very  m  lob  againbt  Mi.  Gieenwood's  wishes  , 

Q  Was  it  any  militaiy  matter  upon  which  the  Baro- 
aess  Nolleken  wi  ote  to  you  > — A.  No,  it  was  not. 

[The  witness  was  directed  to  withdraw. 

Mr  Leach  again  suggested,  that  as  the  subject 
of  Baroness  Nolleken's  letteis  was  not  of  a  military 
nature,  it  ought  not  to  be  enquired  into. 

Sir  G.  VVabrendee,  though  he  allowed  that  the 
piesent  question  did  not  beai  exactly  on  the  points 
immediately  undei  the  consideiation  of  the  Com- 
mittee, yet  as  the  Committee  had  already  deviated 
m  seveial  respects  from  their  precise  instructions, 
Jie  thought  that  it  might  as  well  be  put.  He  was 
the  more  inclined  to  this  opinion,  as  the  investiga- 
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fioii  of  the  ipattei  b,ul  ,i  veiy  impoitant  beaung  on 
the  cieciibih\>  o<  Mis  Claike  1 

Mi  BArnuhsi  considered  that  the  question  ought 
not  to  bc>  put,  and  1NJ  i  Llich  iep,eated  his  tonnei 
obstipations  But  Loid  Folks i  one  declaied, 
"  that  it  st'ch  a  question  could  Jiot  be  put,  it  would 
be  ueceshcii  v  as  'oon  as  the  powuuttee  rose,  to  move 
the  House  ioi  an  t'lilaigement  ,of  then  powei»," 

Uhe  witness  was  again  called  in 

Q  In  consequence  of  the  Baioness  Nolleken's  letter, 
did  \ou  apply  to  the  Duke  of  Yoik  upon  the  subject  of 
tbit  lettei  5 

A  Vt  o,  I  did,  but  I  do  not  know  what  thdt  subject  is , 
the.e  aie  seveial  wishes  the  Baioness  had,  that  I  applied 
iibeut,  I  shewed  all  nei  fetteis  to  him 

Genet ai  Loft ut.  Q  You  have  stated,  that  the  Duke 
of  Yoik  obliged  Mi  Gieenwood  to  give  the  payma&tei- 
ship  to  Mi  Eldeitoii  much  against  his  consent,  how  do 
J  ou  know  that  ? 

A  His  Poyal  Highness  told  me  so  himself,  and  very 
likely  Mi  Guenwood  will  say  so  tao 

Q  Look  at  those  letter  again,  and  say  whether  they 
aie  all  >>iittc'i  by  the  same  person* 

A  Those  are  her  lettei »  (No  41  and  119) ,  when  she 
wis  ill  her  ehlest  son  wiote  for  hei ,  I  should  rather  think 
tins  (No  ]„7)  is  hti  eldest  son's  writing 

Q   Did  }  ou  e\  er  see  the  eldest  son  v\  rite  ? 

A  Yes,  I  think  I  have,  but  I  cannot  be  positive  as 
to  his  hand  wilting,  only  I  know  the  Baioness  has  fre- 
quently told  me  that  she  had  oidered  her  son  to  wute  to 
me  when  she  has  been  ill  ,  . , 

Mr.  S.  Browne  Q  Is  the  lettei  which  yot\  say  was 
written  by  the  son  of  the  Baroness,  one  of  those  which 
jou  just  said  was  written  by  the  Baroness  heiself ? 

A  Yes,  it  is  one  ot  those,  bwt  you  will  allow  that  I 
liad  not  a  moment  to  look  over  it,  and  another  thing, 
those  Utters  have  been  taken  without  my  consent,  and  I 
have  nof  looked  at  fhem  myself,  I  had  sent  them  down 
to  be  ba.i  ed,  and  nevei  thought  they  would  come  for- 
ward again,  and  thin  is  near  a  twelvemoiitb,  since. 

.ft'1*? 
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Q.  Do  you  mean  by  the  eldest  son  of  the  Barene&s 
Nolleken,  Mr.  Le  Maitie^ 

A.  No,  Gustavus  Nolleken. 

Q.  Have  you  ever  seen  him  write  ? 

A.  Yes,  I  have  seen  him  witte,  I  think  ,  but  I  cannot 
be  positive  as  to  his  hand,  any  further  than  I  said  before, 
that  he  used  to  write  his  mothei's  notes. 

Q  Do  you  mean  to  say  that  those  letteis  were  wntten 
only  twelve  months  ago  3 

A.  No,  I  suppose  there  aie  dates  to  theni,  to  shew 
when  they  weie  wntten. 

Q.  Do  you  know  the  hand-wnting  of  any  other  son  of 
Baioness  Nolleken  ? 

A.  No,  I  was  acquainted  with  tbe  two  sons,  but  I  do 
not  know  the  writing,  the  youngest  son  was  m  the  Guards, 
and  was  \ery  seldom  with  his  mothei ;  the  other  was  al- 
waj  s  with  his  mother,  and  a  great  deal  with  me 

Q  Then  jou  cannot  positively  state  that  this  is  the 
hand-wutmg  of  any  one  son  of  the  Baroness  Nolleken  in 
partieulai  * 

A.  No,  I  cannot;  perhaps  it  is  the  Baioa's  writing; 
he  used  to  wnte  to  me. 

Q  In  short  you  do  not  know  whose  hand  wi  iting  it  is  ? 

A  I  hardly  looked  at  it,  I  know  pietty  well  what  the 
subject  is,  and  whence  it  came ,  the  Baioness  wanted  a 
pension  of  four  bundled  pounds  a  year,  and,  if  I'recol- 
lect  right,  that  is  the  lettei  about  it. 

[The  witness  was  diiected  to  withdraw. 

Mr  Leach  obseived,  that  the  question,  "Whe- 
ther or  not  these  letteis  ought  to  be  read?"  had  not 
yet  been  decided  by  the  Committee.  It  was,  tlieie- 
fore,  highly  impiopei  that  tjie  witness's  List  answer 
should  stand  oh  the  minutes,  and  he  pieposed  that 
it  should  be  expunged. 

Aftei  a  few  observations  from  Sir  T.  Turton 
,  and  Mr.  C  Adams,  it  was  agieed  that  the  answer 
should  remain. 

The  following  papeis  were  re.id : ' 

"My 

No.  XVII.  V.2.  D 
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"  My  dear  Madam, 

"  Nothing  but  the  paidonable  anxiety  which  T  naturallv  feel  for 
"  the  welfaie  of  a  chili,  should  induce  me  to  piesume  lo 
"  trespass  upon  you  at'  present 
,  *'  You  know  mj  boy  Charles.,  he  is  a  fine  youth,  with  a  finished 
"  education  His  appointment  to  a  cadetslnp  in  the  infinity 
"  foi  Madras  was  confirmed  this  morning,  and  1  shall  engage 
"  him  a  passage  on  board  the  Ocean,  winch  will  sail  from  the 
"  Dowms  in  aoout  five  days 
Charles  must  leave  town  for  Portsmouth,  and  go  on  board  on 
"  Wednesday  next 

"  Do  you  think,  my  dear  Madam,  thai  His  Rojal  Highness  the 
"  Duke  of  York  will  condescend  to  honour  him  with  letters 
"  of  recommendation  to  Lord  William 

"  Bentmck,  Governor  of  Madras, 

"  and  to  Major  General  Sir  John  Francis 

"  Craddock,  K  B  the  Comrnandei  in  Chief  there,  desiung 
"  them  to  exchange  him  from  the  infantry,  and  place  him  m 
"  the  cavalry '  ■> 

"  If  you  will  confer  upon  us  both  the  very  great  favour  of  soliciting 
"  His  Royal  Highness,  to  deign  to  confer  upon  us  this  distm- 
"  gifKhtd  obligation,  it  will  for  ever  remain  deeply  engraven 
"  upoa  the  grateful  heaits  of  Charles  Elderton,  and  of 
"  Mj  dear  Madam,  yours  very  sincerely, 

"  Friday,  18  Jan."  "  Hv  ELDERTON  " 


"  I  have  this  moment  received  a  summons  to  attend  Mr  Green- 
"  wood,  who  has  heaid  from  Scotland,  and  desires  me  not  to 
"  make  any  preparation  for  a  voyage    I  fear  all  is  over  in  that 
*'  quarter,  but  1  shall  know  to-moirow,  and  will  immediately 
'  "  afterwards  wait  upon  you 

"  Mrs  Clarke, 
"  18,  Glo'ster-jilace,  Portman-squaie. 


"  My  dear  Madam, 

"  I  fancy  you  aie  (and  I  sincerely  hope  you  ever  will  remain)  a 
"perfect  stranger  to  anxiety,  otherwise  I  think  jou  would 
"  not  have  left  town  on  Friday,  without  first  gratifying  me  with 
*    "  a  reply  to  my  last. 
<*  Perhaps  you  will  ha\e  the  goodness  to  introduce  the  subject  to 
"  the  notice  of  His  Royal  Highness  on  Monday  evening,  and 
"  so  enable  yourself  to  o"bhge  me  On  Tuesday  morning  with 
such  an  answer  as  may  serve  to  guide  the  conduct  of 
,         "  Your  faithful  servant, 
>'  2 1,  Portman-street,  3d  Dec  "  Hv.  ELDERTON  " 

«  Mrs  Clarke, 
54  18,  Glo'ster-place,  Fortraan-square.  » 


"Sir 
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«  Sir, 

st  It  is  infinitely  beyond  the  power  of  lang  lage  to  convey  to  Your 
"  Royal  Highness  ttn  adequate  idea  ot  the  ex'ent  of  my  gra'i- 
"  tiide  for  the  great  favour  which  you  hive  deigned  to  confer 
"  upon  me,  m  confiiming  the  leave  of  absence  grinted  to  me 
"  by  ^n  Robert  Abererombie  Your  Rojal  Highness  has 
"  raised  me  from  the  most  profound  despair  to  happmes,  and 
"  I  shall  neier  cease  to  bless  Your  Royal  Ihgness  for  ) our 
"  gracious  condescension  ind  goodness  towards 

"  Your  Royal  HighnessS  most  devoted  servant, 
"  17  April,"  "  HEiNRY  JXDLRTON  " 

HisRoyallligh  the  Duke  of  York  " 

"  My  dear  Madim,  «  Gloucester  place,  Sept  22  " 

"  I  am  this  moment  favoured  with  your  veiy  kind  letter ,  this  fresh 
"  mark  of  your  friendship  giieb  me  great  pleasure  1  hope* 
"  the  change  of  an  Ins  ptifcct'y  restor-" 1  your  health,  and  tint 
"  1  shall  have  the  satisfaction  of  seeing  you  return  to  town  n 
"  as  good  looks  lis  ever  Mv  dear  Baron,  v/i'h  his  bet  >e 
"  spects 'o  you,  begs  \oa  will  have  he  gowti  to  st'ulre 
"  si  It  H  of  il'chvj/  irawol  gta'itvsrf,  Ik  t.c.  for  t'j< 
"  Bilk*'*  gr«w!wu  >  r-ncrobrmtc  of  him  and  tb«)l«  with 
"  yen  that  His  M  tjesty  wi.uld  be  snore  Hi>cral  to  him  thaa 
"  Mr,  if  be  dare  ptesuue  to  judge  fram  H»  Mv 

"  jesty's  goodne-s.  «o  him  for  these  forty  year*  past,  on  tverjt 
**  occasion  I  l<ope  the  weather  has  been  as  fine  at  Margate 
"  a«  in  London ,  it  has,  think  God,  quite  restored  in;  health. 
*'  I  flatter  myself  you  will  fawur  rue  with  a  visit  mi  Wednes- 
"  dayv  any  time  most  agreeable  to  you  to  name,  for,  be  as- 
"  sured,  I  enjoy  very  sincerely  the  pleasure  of  your  society, 
"  exclusive  of  the  gratitude  1  shall  ever  feel  for  the  kmd  m- 
*'  tertbt  you  take  for  me  and  mine  Adieu,  my  dear  Madam, 
**  Believe  me  yours  most  trulv, 
"  Mrs  Clarke,  "  M  NOLEKEN  *. 

Royal  Hotel,  Margate,  Kent  " 


"  Den  Mtdara, 

"  1  see  by  the  Pape's,that  the  D  was  with  the  king  yesterdiy 
"  muitiibg,  and  that  Mr  Pi't  had  a  pmate  audience  of  His 
"  Maiesty,  I  therefore  indulge  a  hope  tt<  it  my  request  mav  have 
<c  beeii  thought  of,  do  th-n,  my  dear  Madam,  inform  me  in. 
"  what  state  oi  forwardness  it  now  stands,  when  and  by  whom 
"  my  letter  was  given,  and  how  receded  Pardon  my  giving 
"  jou  the  trouble  of  answering  me  aU  these  questions,  but 
"  the  very  kind  part  you  have  taken  in  this  business,  assures 
"  me  you  will  pardon  me,  and  think  it  but  natural  I  should 
"  teel  anxious  in  a  matter  of  so  much  consequence  to  me  and 
"  mine    A  thousand  thanks  for  the  carp  you  were  so  good  as 
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"  to  send  me  yesterdaj,  and  with  m)  kindest  %viahe'=,  fee 
"  sured, 

"  My  dear  Mvlam, 

"  1  remain,  most  sincerely, 
"  Thurst'ay,  Jve  o'clock  "  "  Your  much  obliged, 

"  Mrs  Clarke,  18  "  "  M.  NOLEKIiN  " 

Tlje  Chancellor  of  the  Exchfotjer  called  the 
attention  of  the  Committee  lo  the  cuciunstaiice  that 
the  letter  which  had  been  just  read,  pui porting  to 
be  fiom  Mr  Llderton  to  the  Duke  ot  York,  was 
■without  a  seal  It  had  probably  been  enclosed  in  a 
coves  to  Mis  CI  >rke,  to  be  bent  to  H  s'Royal  High- 
ness 01  not,  ,ts  that  lady  pleased,  but  it  wasfovuid  in 
thfe  cu-lod\  of  Mis  Glaike  heiselt. 

THOMAS  WALKLR  was  called  in,  and  exa- 
mined by  the  Committee,  as  follows 

Mi    Wardle     Q  Did  jou  live  with  Mrs.  Clarke  in 

Glouce-tei -place,  as  coachman  ? — A  Yes. 

Q  Do  a ou  tecollect  a  footman  there,  of  the  name  of 
Samuel  Gaiter* — A  Yes 

Q.  Was  Samuel  Caiter  in  the  constant  habit  of  wait- 
ing at  dinner,  while  he  was  there  ? — A  Yes,  he  was. 

Q   Do  jou  know  Miss  Tayloi ? — Yes,  I  do. 

Q  Have  jou  ftequentlj  seen  hei  in  Gloucester-place? 

A  Yes,  I  have  > 

Q  Do  j  ou  iecolfect  and  know  whether  Samuel  Carter 
was  in  the  habit  of  going  behind  the  cainage* 
4  Yes,  he  did 

Lord  Folkestone  Q  Weie  jou  head  coachman  at 
Gloucestei  -place > — A  I  w  as 

Q  How  many  horses  did  Mrs  Clarke  k*ep  ' 

A  Sojnttimes  six,  sometimes  eight 

Q  flow  manj  carnages'' — A  Two 

<5  Never  moie? — A   No  moie  at  otie  time, 

<^  Do  vou  know  who  pi  ovided  the  keep  for  the  horses ? 

A.'  Mrs"  Cla.ike 

Ql,  Diet  she  piy  the  bilk  > 
"A^  As  far  as  I  know1,  she  did. 
"Q-HVbre  they  paid  thiough  jou  ' 

A>  No,  they.were  not 

J'"  ' 


('  99') 

Right  Horn  Mr.  Yorke  Q  Did  Samuel  Carter  wear 
a  livery  ? — A  'No,  he  did  not.. 

Q  How  do  j  ou  know  that  Samuel  Carter  ever  waited 
at  table ' — A-  1  waited  at  the  same  tune. 

Q  Did  jou  evei  wait  at  taL4e  when  the  Duke  of 
Yo.k  was  there  3 — A  I  djd 

<3  Did  you  weai  a  hvery  when  you  w«ted  at  table? 

A  I  did  not 

Mr  €  Adams  Q  When  Samuel  Caiter  went  be- 
hind the  carnage,  did  he  go  behind,  the  carnage  without; 
a  liveiy  5< — A  Yes,  he  did 

Q  Had  Mrs.  Clarke  anj  liveiy  foi  any  of  ber-y  vants? 

A.  Yes,  the  footman. 

Q  Did  y  ou  weai  a  liveiy  when  you  diove  the  carnage  ? 
A  I  certainly  did 

Q  Do  you  know  with  whom  Samuel  Caiterlived  be- 
fore he  came  to  Mis  ClaikeJ 

A.  I  un4eistood  he  was  along  w,itb  Captain  Sutton  'J' 

Q.  Did  you  evei  see  lura  at  Mis.  CJaike's  when,  b#* 
was  Captain  Sutton's  servant 5 — A.  I  d,id  not, 

Q  When  you  said  he  was  along  with  Captain  Sqttf»ti|, 
did  you  mean  that  he  was  Captain,  Suttoa'b  seivant? 

A  I  did  not. 

Q  When  he  lived  at  Mis  ^tatk^'s,  dfd  he  dioe  «"*•»■ 
the  othei  servants  s 

A  He  did,  for  any  thing  lj  knevy.M 

Q  Did  jou  dine  with  the  othei  servants? 

A  I  did  not. 

Q.  Were  you  upon  boaid  wages  s-'-vl«lYes,  Ijjvas. 

(J  Did  you  evei  hear  vjfaose  son  Sjvjftne^  Carter  w^-j 
supposed  to  be 3 — A  i  never  dul,        •  .  , 

Q.  How  many  raor.,&  servants  dicL  Mr**  Qlarjce  kat^l  *3 

A   Sometimes  six,  sometimes  seven. 

Mr  Wardle*  Q  You  have  stjated,  $iat  you  waited  at 
table  ,  do  you  recollect  Miss  Taylor  dunng;  there  when, 
you  waited  at  table  » 

A  I  lecollect  when  bis  Hoy  at  Highness,  , ajwf  '3*$ffnj 
Claike  dined  together,  tbeie  was  another  lady?  "  ' 

Q.  Do  j  ou  know  who  that  other  lady  was ?— Jjdoj|$t. 

Q.  Do  you  mean  that  you  dp.  not  knp>Wj  or.  $9  not  re-j 
collect ?— A.  I  do  not  recollect    .  4        *    0.  y 

Q.  Do  you,  know  Miss  Taylor  — A:  Ido~n<Sw.  ~ 


(  so  ) 

"*Q.  You  have  state  J  before,  that  yon  know  Miss  Tay- 
lor ,  are  you  certain  that  you  evei  saw  Miss  Taylor  rn 
Gloucestei  place  ? — A   I  am  ceitam  I  have 

Sir  John  Sebright.  Q.  What  did  jou  understand  Sa- 
muel Cartel  was  to  Captain  Sutton  i — A.  I  oevei  heard 
what  he  was 

Q.  You  do  not  know  that  he  was  not  a  servant  ? — 
A.  1  do  not 

Q.  How  long  have  you  lived  with  Mrs  Clarke  >— 
A.  'About  three  yeais 

Q.  With  whom  do  you  live  now ? — A  With  Mis. 
Clarke,  f 

[The  witness  was  dnected  to  withdraw, 
[The  witness  was  again  called  in  ] 

Attorney  General  Q  When  did  you  fiist  live  with 
Mrs  Clarke  > — A.  At  the  time  that  his  Royal  Highness 
c&me  to  Gloucester-place. 

Q.  Have  you  ljved  with  her  continually  ever  since' — ■ 
A.  t*have  not 

Q.  When  did  you  leave  her  ? — A.  After  Mis  Clarke 
left  Gloucester-place 

?  Q.  When  did  yoa  return  to  her  service  ? — A.  About 
six  weeks  ago. 

Q.  You  did  not  live  with  her  at  any  time  between  her 
leaving  Gloucester-place  tjnd  svx  weeks  ago  ? — A  ~  A  lit- 
tle while  after  she  left  Glouccstei-plaie. 

Q  Did  SamuefCarter  very  fiequently  go  behind  the 
carriage  ?— <-A.  Not  more  than  once  or  twice. 

Q.  How  long  ba4  Samuel  Carter  lived  with  Mrs. 
Clarke  > — A  tthrok  about  a  twelvemonth,  to  the  best 
•f  my  knowledge  1 
*e  -  ["f  he  witness  was  directed  to  withdraw. 

WJXUAM  M'DGWALL  was  called  m,  and  exa- 
mined by  the  Cbrmniltee,  as  follows . 

$frf1$aidk.    Q.  Did  you  live  with  Mrs.  ClafkeSis 
fcottn^MGlouerster^rJaie?— A  Yes.  ' 
Q.  Do  you  recollect  the  name  of  the  footman  that  was 

*thete 
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there  at  the  same  time  > — A  His.  name  Was  Carter ,  by 
the  name  I  cannot  say  any  forther 

Q  Did  you  and  the  othei  footman,  of  the  name  of 
Carter,  do  your  work  together  ? — A  Yes 

Q.  Do  youknowMissrTa^loi  > — A  I  know  &  lady  of  the 
name  of  MissTajloi ,  butl  cannot  recollect  her,  theie  are 
so  many  of  the  name  ,  I  cannot  say  that  I  know  am  thing 
particular  ,  I  know  the  lady  that  used  to  go  down  to 
Weybndge  of  that  name,  that  is  all  I  tan  say 

Q  Do  jou  recollect  that  Miss  Taylor  being  in  GloU- 
cesler-place  as  well  as  at  Weybndge  > — A.  I  cannot  sayj 
1  hare  known  a  lady  of  the  name  of  Miss  Taj  lor  that 
u^ed  to  call  theie,  but  I  cannot  say  that  I  should 
know  hei. 

Q.  Do  jou  recollect  the  ladv  whom  vou  speak  of  as 
Miss  Tajloi,  the  lady  that  wis  at  Wej bridge,  being  at 
Gloucester-place' — A  "V  e«,  I  do  bv  that  name 

Q  Do  you  u<ollc<t  Miss  Tav lor  evet  being  at  Wey- 
bndge when  the  Duke  or  York  was  there' — A  l  ean-' 
not  say,  the  Dvkt  of  York  might  be  there  ,  but  I  caij- 
nat  speak  to  that,  foi  the  itaion,  because  I  <I8  not  know  iL 

Q.  Were  vou  m  the  habits  of  going*  to  Weybutige 
with  your  mistitss  * — A  Yes 

Q  Did  voa  ever  see  the  ^Duke"  of  Yoik  there 5 — 
A  Yes,  I  cannot  --ay  but  I  did  ^ 

Q  You  also  state",  that  jou  have  see'n  Mtss  Tajlor'at, 
We j bridge,  can  jot  recollect  whithei  jQu'"evei  ssfvV 
Miss  Taj  loi  at  Wej  budge  at  the  time' the  Duke  df 
York  w-as  there  > — A  1  have  tolr)  that  before*  that  the 
Duke  of  York  might  be  at  Weybndge,  for  any  thinfp 
that  1  know  -  >  >J 

Lord  Palmerston  Q  Was  Carter  employed  m '  any 
other  mannei,  except  waiting  at  the  table  ? — A  Yes/he* 
was  emplojed.  as  a  servant ,  when  I  went  into  the  house, 
he  acted  as  a  servant,  as  fai  as  I  know. 

Q   Did  he  dine  with  the  other  servants  $ — A*  Yes  > 

Q  Did  Caiter  act  in  the  same  capacity p&S  a  servant?,: 
a<nouiself ? — A  I  suppose  so,  he  did  the  work  along 
■withnae,  that  is  all  I  can  say         "  1  *** 

Q  Do  jou  live  uow  with  Mrs-  Clarke >»~A.  No,  I  do* 
not.  „  '<j,  j»"  ^     c  Z  y 

Are  jou  in  place  now  ? — A.  Yes,  I  a«. 

Q.  With 
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Q.  With  whom  >-—Ai  With  Mi.  Johnson. 

Q.  What  year  did  you  live  with  Samuel  Carter  at 
Mis  Clarke's' — A  That  I  cannot  recollect,  I  cajiuot 
say,  justly. 

[The  witness  was  directed  to  withdraw. 

Colonel  Vepekee  stated  his  object  to  be  to  call 
the  attention  of  the  Committee  to  the  state  in  which 
the  witness  had  come  to  the  bar  The  witness  ap- 
pealed to  be  diunlv  and  in  such  case  it  became  the 
House  to  make  a*i  example  of  such  a  peison  [A  cry 
of  Move 1  move  '] 

On  the  question  being  put  that  Mis.  Favorey  be 
called  in, 

Mi  Simneu  expiessed  his  suipuse  that  the  Com- 
mittee had  not,  u soiled  to  some  pioceedmg  on  the 
suggestion  of  the  Hon  Mernbci  [Hear1  hear1'] 
Ai  all  events,  if  it  was  the  opinion  of  the  Committee 
that  the  witness  was  diunk,  he  was  of  opinion  that 
Ins  evidence  ought  to  be  expunged  from  the  Mi- 
nutes 

Mr  Bathurst  admitted  that  it  must  have  beea 
obvous  to  eveiy  gentleman,  patticulailj,  those  who 
sat  neai  the  bai,  that  the  witness  had  taken  more  li- 
quoi  than  he  ought  But  he  had  given  his  evidence 
as  cleaily  as  an)  olhci  witness  "who  tiaci  been  exa- 
mined at  the  bai ,  and  he  thought  it  beneath  the 
dignity  of  the  House  to  take  a.ny  notice  of  thelstatc 
in  which  he  was 

'Mr.  Sumntr  then  moved,  that  the  evidence  of 
the  last  witness  be  expunged  fiom  the  minutes  This 
was  the  m 01  e  necessary,  as  the  Committee  seemed 
agreed  that  he  was  diunk,  and  he  hold  been  suffer- 
ed to  withdraw  without  any  censuie 

Sir  Thomas Turion  begged  the  Hon  Gentleman, 
to  leconsidei  his  motion,  as  it  was  a  qaestion  upon, 
which  the  Committee  might  be  called  upon  to  di- 
vide.   He  admitted  that  the  witness  ^as  in  a  state 

indecorous 


indecorous  foi  a  person  at  the  bar  of  that  House  , 
but  his  ^evidence  was  not  inalenal  epettgh  to  j-ecjuiie 
so'stftct  a  measure  as  that  ot  expunging  m  Uonv  the 
minutes  "    "  -    *  ' 

JVlr  \V  I*>mith  was  not  suipused  at  the  feeling 
iDanifcsted  by  the  Hon.  Gentleman  *  for  the  dig- 
nity of  the,House  But  theie  was  a  gieat  difficulty 
in  drawing  the  hue  foi  the  interference  of  the  House, 
in  animadveiting  upon  such  lmpiopnetj  He  hoped 
t  that  the  Hon.  Gentleman  would  be  influenced  by 
what  had  fallen  from  the  Hon.  Baionet,  and  waive 
his  motion 

The  Chancfilor  of  the  Exchequer  observed, 
that  if  the  question  was  as  to  the  punishment  of  the 
mdnidual,  it  would  be  desuableto  take  into  consi- 
deiation  the  time  he  had  been  summoned.  But  he 
thought  that  the  whole  of  what  they  desired  might 
be  attained  without  expunging  the  evidence,  by  an 
entry  upon  the  minutes  that  the  witness  was,  at  the 
time  ot  his  examination,  in  a  state  of  intoxication. 

Mr  Dennis  Browne  undei stood  the  course  to 
be  pui  ued  by  the  Right  Hon  Gentleman  to  be,  that 
a  minute  should  be  made  of  the  state  of  the  witness 
when  he  gave  h«  testimony  There  could  be  no  ob- 
jection to  such  a  comse,  when  it  was  lecollected  that 
the  witness  had  been  oideied  to  withdiaw  from  the 
Bar  intoxicated,  by  the  motion  of  an  Hon  Member 
(loud  and  general  peals  of  laughter)  He  lepeated 
that  the  witness  was  intoxicated,  and  unless  the 
Committee  should  agiee  to  the  entrj  upon  the  mi- 
nutes of  that  circumstance,  he  should  vote  foi  the 
motion  for  expunging  the  whole  of  that  witness's 
evidence  from  the  minutqs 

AJi  C,  Adams  stated,  that  though  the  witness 
was  in  a  state  of  intoxication,  he  had  given  his  evi- 
dence in  a  ckai  and  intelligible  manner. 


*  Mr.  Sumner. 
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Mr  Whitehead  stated,  that  the  evidence,  if 
left  on  the  minutes  would  speak  ioi  itself. 

Mr  Scmbfe,  acceding  to  thr*  proposition  of  the 
right  honouiable  Gentleman*,  begged  leave  to 
wnbdiaw  his  motion 

The  Chanceliou  of  the  ExcnrgUFa  obseived, 
that  the  Committee  was  in  a  state  in  which  they 
ought  to  decide  whethei  the  evidence  was  or  was 
not  to  be  allowed  to  lemain  without  some  paiticular 
notice  upon  the  minutes.  It  the  witness  was  com- 
petent to  give  consistent  and  satisiadoiy  evidence, 
he  should  not  have  been  oidered  iiom  the  Bar 
whilst  undei  examination  by  a  member,  and  if  he 
was  in  such  a  state  as  to  reqiuie  his  being  removed 
from  the  Bar,  th<*n  h\i  evidence  ought  not  to  be 
sufieied  to  iciiifurton  the  ratnutes  without  the  entry 
winch  he  had  suggested. 

Colonel  Vekekkr  contended,  that  it  was  obvious 
to  every  member  about  tue  Bat,  that  the  .vitnes* 
was  in  a  state  of  intoxication.  In  such  a  state  1m 
tebtiroony  would  not  be  admitted  in  any  coutt  of 
justice,  and  ought  not  theiefore  to  be  admitted  m 
that,  the  highest  judicial  tubunal 

Mi.  Ellison  — "  If  evei  I  have  Known  any 
lhmg  of  the  rules  of  evidence,  I  have  lc*t  it  since 
the  commencement  of  this  inqmiy  It  has  been 
said  that  the  witness  is  diunk,  but  that  I  cannot 
observe  The  witness  has  not  given  as  flippant  an- 
sweis  a«  other  witnesses  have,  who  have  not  been, 
suspected  of  bemg  dmnk  At  all  events,  it  is  be- 
neath the  dignity  of  the  House,  whose  conduct  is 
now  befoie  the  counti),  to  take  any  notice  of  the 
cnctimstance  " 

Admiral  Hekvfy  had  attended  to  tlie  evidence, 
and  the  witness  did  net  appear  to'  him  to  be  in  a 
state  to  preclude  him  horn  giving  testimony 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  obseived 

*  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 

that 
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that  tf  it  was  the  opinion  ofthe  Committee  that  the 
witness  was  not  intoxicated,  he  ought  not  to  have 
been  ordeied  to  withdraw  btioie  he  had  been  fully 
examined  1 

Mi.  Dennis  Browne  aigued,  that  the  witness 
either  wyis  duink,  01  he  was  not  drunk,  if  he  was 
diunk,  his  evidence  Ought  to  be  expunged,  if  not, 
he  ought  to  be  again  eXamrned. 

Mi  Fuller  thought,  that  "  as  there  seemed  to 
be  such  a  variety  of  opinions  on  the  subject  of  the 
state  of  the  witness,  that  the  best  way  wouldbe 
to  have  him  in  again,  and  thus  to  give  him  fan 
play,"    (J  laugh  ) 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  repeated, 
that  if  the  Conntuttee  was  agreed  that  the  man  w  as 
not  drunk,  he  ought  to  be  called  in  to  have  his  ex- 
amination finished. 

Mr  Bathukst  said,  that  if  the  witness  was  to 
be  called  in  again,  he  should  be  examined  only  as 
to  his  pievious  sobriety,  without  adverting  to  what  he 
might  have  drank  since  he  withdrew 

Mr.  Bligh  stated,  that  if  the  witness  should  be 
called  in  again,  lie  would  put  the  same 'question  to 
him  as  he  had  done  before. 

[The  witness  was  again  called  m  °\ 

Q.  What  year  did  you  live  with  Samuel  CaTter  at 
Mrs  Clarke's  > 
A.  I  told  you  I  could  not  lecollect. 
Q  Was  it  in  the  5  ear  1808 

A  I  cannot  recollect ,  I  cannot  call  it  to  nay  memory , 
I  can  guess  very  nigh  it,  though. 
Q  What  do  you  guess  * 

A.  I  cannot  say  justly  ;  I  can  tell  the  year  partly. 
Q.  What  was  the  year  > 

A  I  tola*  you  before  I  did  not  recollect ,  and  I  cannot 
saj  the  date,  for  I  do  not  remerabei  it,  and  therefore  it 
is  of  no  use  for  me  to  say  the  date.  " 

Q.  You 
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Q  You  have  said- you  know  the  year  partly state 
whether  you  can  at  all  recollect  the  ye<u  -1 
A.  No,  I  cannot 
Q.  Was  it  four  years  ago  ? 
^4.  Yes,  rathei  more  than  that,  I  believe. 
Q.  Wat,  it  six  y  ears  ago  5 

A.  If  I  could  recollect  the  date,  I  then  should  hav« 
no  occasion  to  say  I  did  not  know  it 

Q.  You  do  not  I  now  whethei  it  la  three  years  ago  or 
six  ? 

A.  I  do  not  know  indeed,  I  have  said  that  befoie. 

Q.  Did  you  weai  a  livery  when  you  lived  with  Mis. 
Claike>— J.  Yes. 

Q.  Did  Samuel  Carter  weai  a  liver}  at  that  time  5 

A.  No,  he  did  not  weai  a  livery  during  my  time. 

Q.  When  did  you  quit  Mrs  Claike's  service  ? 

A.  You  ask  me  a  question,  which  I  cannot  answer, 
because  I  cannot  lecollect  the  time,  I  nevei  took  an  ac- 
count of  the  time  I  It  ft  the  house 

Q.  At  what  time  did  you  get  your  surrimons  to  attend* 
this  House  ? 

A.  I  did  not  set  that  down  even,  I  forget  that  even  ,  I 
know  what  day  I  got  the  notice  to  come. 

Q  At  what  time  did  you  ^et  the  notice  to  come  here  * 
'A  I  cannot  justly  tell  the  hour 
Q  Was  it  to-day  or  yesterday  ? 

A.  I  received  the  notice  to  attend  the  House,  and  1 
paid  that  lespect  to  attend  tin  House  arcordmgly  as  I 
was  ordered. 

Q  When  did  you  receive  the  notice  ? 

A  I  received  it  on  Monday,  and  I  received  one  this* 
afternoon. 

[The  witness  was  directed  to  withdiaw.  t 

Colonel  Verekeu  appealed  to  the  House",  whe- 
ther the  answeis  ot  this  witness  did  not  bear  out  the 
statement  that  the  witness  was  diunk  ? 

Mr<.  MARTHA  F AVERY  was  called  in/  and 
examined  by  the  Committee,  as  follows 

Mr.  Wardle.  Q.  Did  you  live  with  Mis  Clarke  as 
housekeeper  in  Gloucestes-place  ? — A.  Yes. 

Q.  Do 
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Q  Do  yon  recollect  a  footman  th#rf  of  the  name  of 
Sam.  Cuter  >—A  Yes, 

Q.  Was  Sam. Carter  in  the  constant  habit  of  waiting  at 
table  on  the  Duke  of  York  and  Mrs.  Clarke  and  her 
company  f — A  Yes 

Q  Do  you  know  MisaTayloi  ?— -Yes 

Q  Was  Miss  'Iaylor  in  the  habit  of  bemg  often  in 
Gloucester-place  with  Mrs.  Clarke  and  the  Duke  of  Yoik  > 

A  Yes 

Q  Do  you  recollect  any  thing  with  regard  to  a  note 
being  changed, just  befoie  the  Duke  went  to  Weymouth, 
and  Mrs  Claik  to  Woi thing ~>—A  Yes,  Id». 

Q.  State  what  you  know  about  that 

A  1  know  that  the  Duke's  servant  came  In  the  morn- 
ing, and  I  gave  him  a  note,  but  I  do  not  know  thet  num- 
ber of  it,  nor  what  note  it  was,  and  he  ieturned  again  about 
eleven  o'clock,  and  gave  me  the  money  ,  I -took  it  up  suirs, 
and  then  the  Duke  was  in  the  bed-room,  and  Mrs.  Claike  J 
m  short,  they  weie  in  bed 

Q  Do  you  recollect  who  thatseivant  wa<.  ? 

A*  A  GeunaivLudonick. 

Q  Was  Sam  Carter  in  the  habits  of  shanng  the  duty  of 
a  lootman  with  the othei  man? 

A  He  cleaned  the  knives,  cleanel  the  plate,  attended 
the  carnagt,  and  waited  at  table  on  His  Hoydl  Highness 

Q  Was  not  the  houst  in  Gloucester-place  to  your 
knowledge  ktpt  at  a  gieat  expence  3 

A  It  celtamly  wai>  ,  theie  were  sometimes  two  men 
cooks,  lorni times  three  men  eook-> 

Q  Do  you  mean  that  those  cooks  were  on  any  part-icu- 
lair  occasion  of  dinners,  or  when  do  you  mean  that  there 
were  twooi  three  men  coo-ks  ? 

A.  When  there  was  a  particular  dinner  there  were 
three  men  cook*j  or  sometimes  more  ,  Mrs.  Claike  al- 
ways wished  to  have  her  dinners  go  up  in  the  best  man- 
ner, itf  please  his  Royal  Highness.and  if  there  was  any  dimur 
toand  fault  with  by  las  Roy«l  Highness,  she  would  fcave 
another. 

N».  XVII.   V,  Q.  E  H»« 
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Q  Have  you  ottcn  known  Mrs  Claike  dishessed  for 
Moiuy  duiuig  that  period  ' 

A  She  nevci  could  pay  hei  debts  properly  after  the 
fiist  quartei  ,  people  w  t  le  tearing  me  to  piects  ior  money, 
and  saving  that  I  kept  it 

Attorney  Gcneial  Q.  When  did  vou  fust  Inewhh  Mi«. 
Claike  !* — -A   When  the  went  iO  Gloucester-place 

Q   Had  you  known  Mi  Clarke  before  that  time 

J  \(S 

Q    How  long  had  you  known  Mis  Clarke  ' 

A  I  lived  with  hei  biloie  shi  wtrt  to  Gloucester-place 
I  have  known  hei  these  ten  jcars  ,  more  than  that 

Q   How  much  rroie  ' 

A    I  cannot  i  \actly  say  how  much  more 

Q    Ilaic  you  ki  own  hi  1  twentj  jearb  ? 

A   No,  I  have  not  known  hei  twenty  j'ear«. 

Q   Where  did  jou  fiist  know  Mis  Claike' 

A  I  knew  her  at  Ilampstead,  I  went  to  be  a  seivant 
to  hei  theie. 

Q   Did  jou  not  know  hei  befoie  that  time  ? 

A  Yc>,  Twent  about  si\  weeks  aftei  ihe  was  married,  to 
In    v  ith  hi  i 

Q   Attei  she  was  ma-ned  to  Ah  Clarke  7 — -A  Yes 

iv?  Did  jou  live  with  hei  fiom  th  it  time  till  she  \. ent  to 
d!  >u«Mvi-|  1  ice  ? 

A  No,  I  lived  Mth  her  thiee  oi  four  times  since  ,  I  went 
i»      ini  emit  back  to  her 

Q   \N  ho  hVt  recommended  jou  to  Mis  Claike' 

A    1  he  p^p^i 

Q    Do  jou  mi  an  L,  an  aJvoitisement ? — A  Yes 
Q    Did  you  know  nothing  of  Mis,  Clarke  till  j'ou  saw 
that  advf itisemdi'  ' 
A    No,  I  did  not 

Q   Did  jou  lu i  with  hi  r  at  Gloucester  place  r 
A   1  went  with  In  r  to  Gloucester  place.  ,  fiom  Tavistock- 
phu'  i'>  Gloucester-place 

i*    h  n  jou  iwedwith  hei  in  Tavistotk-place  ? 
A   \i\  1  did 

Q  When- 
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Q  Where  did  Mis  Claike  live  before  she  went  to  Tavis- 
tock-place  ? 

A  I  do  not  know,  I  did  not  live  wth  her  all  the  time 
Q  Do  not  you  know  wheie  shehved  all  that  time? 
A  No,  I  was  in  the  countiy  with -.mother  family. 
<2  With  what  family  weie  you  in  the  countiy  ' 
A  I  am  not  obliged  to  answei  that. 
Q  Yes  jou  are 

A  It  was  a  family  who  are  dead 

Q  Who  were  they  >—A  One  Mi  Ellis. 

Q  Wheie  did  he  live? — A  In  the  City. 

Q  What  part  of  the  City  ? 

A  lie  tt<is  a  caipuiter 

11,  In  what  part  of  the  City  ? 

A  I  leaily  do  not  know  the  name  of  the  street,  I  cm 
not  recoikct  it,  it  is  so  long  ago 

Q   How  long  did  yo'i  Ine  theie  ? — A  Two  years. 

Q  If  you  lived  two  ^eats  in  the  same  stieet,  you  nuiit 
know  where  tin}  lived. 

A   It  was  not  in  the  same  hou«e,  it  was  in  lodgings. 

Q  Where  weie  the  lodgings ' — A   I  cannot  tell. 

Q  In  how  nvti)  difleient  placeb  did  they  live  while  you 
weie  with  them  > 

A  '1  hey  had  different  apaitmenls  ,  tjhey  kept  shop  !') 
one  put  or  town,  and  had  apartments  in  another. 

Q.  What  part  of  the  town  did  they  keep  a  shop  ? 

A    I  cannot  recollect  indeed  ,  1  was  M  Bughton  &t)d 
M  ugate  with  them,  an  1  in  diffutnt  pai  ts  about 

Q    Whatothei  parts  besides  Margate  and  Bughtfln  ? 

A  I  was  at  Rarpsgate,  and  many  little  places  about  that 
I  (I'd  not  th  nk  about 

Q  Was  it  upon  parties  of  pleasuie  the  family  went  to 
IVlaigate  and  Biifihtcn  and  Ramsgate? 

A  No,  they  wcie  all  ill,  the  misue'-s  and  children  and 
all  ,  they  went  for  then  health,  1  suppose. 

Q  'I  hey  went  to  these  different  places  for  thtir  health 

A  I  suppose  so,  I  cannot  siy  \*h->t  tbty  Xvent  for  p.u 
ticularly  ,  I  do  not  know  then  concerns. 

E  %  42*  I  ben. 
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4£  Tin  )  nl'ytlojou  suppose  they  went  fur  then  health, 
si  you  hpo'v  i.otkin^  abou'  it  3 

4    I  should  think  hi,  it  thev  went  to  those  places 

Q   How  twy  am  the  family  consist  ot  ? — A.  Foui 

Q  Mr  md  Mis  LIliS? — A  Yi  s,  aiid  two  children. 

ii   An^  suvant  but \euiselt  ? — y/  No. 

(J  Who  was  left  in  the  shop  while  they  weie  absent  f 

A   I  cannot  saj,  I  air  sure  I  do  not  know 

Q,  You  &av  they  kept  a  sh  p  at  one  pait  of  the  town,  and 
had  lodgings  m  ano'hei  x—A  Yts 

$   In  <vh<U  patt  of  the  town  was  the  shop  ? 

y/  I  luilly  t'onot  know  ,  I  did  not  concern  myself  with 
the  shop  ,  1  never  went  there 

Q   In  what  p^rt  of  the  toun  were  the  lodgings  ? 

A  In  some  of  the  sUetf-  neai  Cheapside,  but  it  is  out  of 
my  raemorj  entneiy  ,  when  I  lea\e  a  place,  I  nevei  trou- 
ble it  a  train 

Q  You  have  slid  that  they  lived  n  more  places  than 
one  in  London  ,  what  o'her  place  can  you  lecollect 
btsides  the  street  near  Chcc-pside  ? 

A  1  really  cannot  recollect  any  thing  at  all  about  it, 
I  do  not  know  any  think  about  it. 

Q.  In  how  many  difteient  lodgings  did  they  live  in  Lon- 
don, ufeilc  you  »eie  with  them  ' 

A.  I  cannot  say  ,  they  left  me  till  I  went  to  Brighton  , 
J -wml  to  Brighton  with  the  chil3ren 

Q  Did  they  lhe  in  two,  three,  or  foui  different  lodg- 
ings ? 

A  \  cannot  answer  that  quesfion  indeed. 

Q  Did  you  go  to  Brighton  with  the  children  without  Mr. 
and  Mrs  .Ellis'— A.  Yes  I  did  indeed. 

Q  Did  Mr  and  Mrs.  Lllis  come  to  you  there  ? 

A  Yes,  thty  did. 

Q  How  long  did  they  stay  there  ? 

A  I  believe  we  were  there  about  three  month v 

Q  Wheie  did  you  live  at  Brighton  i 

A.  I  will  tell  you  as  nigh  as  I  can,  opposite  the  sea. ;  but 
I  do  not  know  the  name  of  the  street,  though  I  was  there. 

<3,  When 
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Q  When  did  you  go  to  Matgat'e  ?    ,    ^  ( 
A  Really  1'  cannot  tell  you  such,  a  question  a >  i*'  at^  I  <!<» 
pot  keep  that  in  my  head  ,  I  do  not  know. 
Q   Where  did  th'cy  Ine  at  Margate,? 
A   In  the  Iligh-strett 
Q  Aie  Mr   and  Mis.  Ellis  dead  3 
A  Y(S,  so  I  heaid 
Q    And  the  childien  ? 

A  I  do  not  knowj  I  nevei  uiquned  after  them 
Q,  What  reason  had  you  foi  not  chusing  to  mention  this 
fefailj  <>     '  " 

A,  I  have  no  leason  at  all,  I  answer  as  neaily  as  I  >can 
recollect 

Q   Do  you  know  Captain  Sutton  ' 

4.  1  did,  but  he  is  dead  ,  he  has  been  dead  two  yeatrsf  I 
btlieve  1  can  recollect  *hat.  r , 

Q  Was  not  Sara  Cai  ter  supposed  to  be  his  natuial  son  I 
A    I  cannot  tell 

Q   Did  }ou  nevei  suppose  that  ? 

A   No,  I  caiiiiot  tell  what  other  persons  suppose^. 

Q   0  u  L  r  d.d  not  wear  a  livery  ?— A  No. 

blr  R    Wiilwms      Q  You  have  stated    thaj.  there 
was  a  veiy  expensive  establishment  in  Ql.oucestei-plafce  „ 
did  His  Ro')al  Highness  at  any  time  give  you:  $ny  money 
to  defray  the,  expences  of  that  establishment  i 
''A   He  ntvei  gave  me  any  in  his  life 

Q    Did  any  body  belonging  to  bun 

Jk,   No,  nor  any  body  belonging  \o  him.  ^  <0s 

Colonel  Vei  efcu  Q,  Where  did  M\b.  Clarke  live-  v>km 
you  lived  with  hei  f\i^i  ? — A    At  Hampstead, 

Q  Was  that  pnor  to  youi  living  with  JVlre.  EUiit  ^ 

A   It  was  before  -      '  *\ 

Q.  Then  how  comes  it  that  you  i'ecollect  the  p-ljtcte  you 
lived  in  with  Mrs  ClaAe,,  and  So  nyj  repojlest  vvbere  you 
t\ye4  with  Mrs  EJlis.afte^waids  ?  * 
'~Ai  Because  I  lived  longer  with  Mrs,  Clarke  than,  I  ol.d 
With  those  people. , 

'  "^'.'Dief  you  not  Isve  two  years  with  Mrs.  Ellis  >, 
A.  Yes,  I  did, 

E  3  Q  Do 
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Q.  Do  you  mean  the  Committee  s-hotiM  undeisTtaSftf^rtfai 
you  do.not  recollect  vherejou  lived  two  years  with  M¥»s 
Elb<> 

A  No, I  do  not,  I  was  at  6B|Kt6ft,  Margate',- atatl 
Ramsgate,  and  other  places ;  and  'I  suppose  they  were  'Iffee 
,i  great  many  people,  in  debt,  and  went  about  in  S?a«$e- 
quence,  it  I  mii!>t  tell  the  truth's  but  it  is  not  the  thing' 
to  tell  family  affairs 

Q,  You  ha\c  said  Mis  Ellis  kept  a  shop  ill  one  part  ht 
the  town,  and  lodgings  in  anothei  ,  now  you  tell  the,'fcJiim* 
inutee  you  were  living  about  alt  tb.6  time  ,  how  do  you'  reu 
candle  that  ? 

A  They  may  go  about,  his  wife  may,  and  "He" may  ktfejT 
out  of  the  way,  or  stay  at  home,  I  'cailnot  'ttll'iow  they 
mamge  those  things. 

Q.  Aie  you  not  related  to  Mis.  Claike  ?— A.  No, 

General  Phipps.  Q  Do  you  mean  to  deny  that  you 
are  Mrs  Clarke's  sistei  2 

i   I  do  ,  1  am  not  Mrs.  Clarke's  sister. 

Mr.  Hatboril  Q  Did  you  pay  any  of  Mis.  CJaike's 
sei  vants  wages  ? — A  Yes,  I  did 

Q.  What  were  the  wages  jou  paid  to  Pam.  Caitei  ? 

A  I  leally  cannot  say  what  1  gave  him 

Q  Did  you  ever  pay  Sam  Caitei  any  wages  ? 

A.  I  havegivin  him  money  a  gieat  many  times  when  he 
lias  asktd  for  riiofley  to  buy  himself  shoes  and  things  he 
wanted. 

<2  Do  you  recollect  whether  there  was  an)  agieemeivt 
iiide  for  wagvs5 — A   No,  1  do  not 

lieibeit  Q  You  have  stated, that) ou  were liouse. 
ketpir  to  Mrs  Clarke,  and  superintended  a  \ery  large  esta-' 
bhshmint,  and  bad  two  or  thiee  cooks  at  particular  times , 
nhat  number  in  gt.neial,  did  you  superintend,  and  have  to 
provide  for  ?  - 

A  I  am  sure  I  cannot  say  ,  there  were  always  very  ele. 
gant  dmiiers  went  up,  and  whatjliey  could  not  do,'  came 
Irom  the  pastrj  cook's  ,  there  were  four  men  in  the  stable, 
a  butler^  and  two  footmen,  two  cooks,  a  laundiy-raaid,  a 
l}oitsemaid,a  kitchen  maid,anJ  another  little  gul  tbatworked 

at 
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at  lietneeiie,  and  myself  and  a,  charwoman  to  wash  one 

Q  You  mentioned  that  there 
bafragsme^ts  happened,  and  that^jou  have  been  appljed  (o 
foi.)jJi<meyt«nd  have  been  supposed  to  keep  it  instead  of 
paying  the  difWent  creditors ,  did  you  tell  hei  of  those  dis- 
tress,* and  apply  to  her  for  money  ,  and  if  i  so,  -what  an- 
swer did  you  get  ?  , 

\4  l<yltd  inform  her ,  she  said  that  His  Royal  fiighnejs? 
bad  J?e$n  yeiyjhackwaid  in  his  payments  to  her,  and  I 
muU  ptlt  ,thv; 'people  off,  and  accordingly  1  did  as  she  said,  i 

Q  Did  Mrs.  Clarke  evei  mention  to  you  that  His  Royal 
Highness  said,  that  he  would  give  or  had  given  her  sums  61 
money,  to  pay  those  dejbts  ' — A,  No,  T  nevei  heaid  that. 

Q  Did  you  never  mention  to  Mis  Clarke,  that  you 
wished  hei  to  ask  money  fiom  the  Duke  -of  York,  to  pay 
those  debts  ? — A  Yes,  I  did, 

Q   What  was  the  answer  Mis  Clarke  made  ' 

A  She  said  all  would  be  paidtas  soon  as  she  had  it  from 
His  Royal  Highness.  s 

Q.  Were  not  many  of  those  debts  paid  ? 

A  A,greatmary  were  paid, 

Q  You  have 'staled,  that  you  applied  to  Mrs.  Clarke, 
telling  her  that  she  owed  certain  sums  of  money,  to  get  it 
from  the  Duke  of  York ,  do  you  know  from  your  own 
knowledge  that  many  of  Jh°se  debts  were  afterwards  paid  ? 

A  Some  of  the  debts/were  paid  while  he  was  there  ,  I 
have  paid  the  hakgr,,  an^  I  ha\e  paid  the  butcher  twice. 

Q  Then  upon  youi  application,  desiring  Mrs,  Claike 
would, apply  to  the  Duke^of  York,  have  you  often  found 
debt*  paid  " 

A  Ye*,  I  have  found  many  of  the  debts  paid. 

Mr.Wurdle.  Q  Did  you  know  CaptaM  Sutton,  by  sight  * 

A  Yes  " 

Q  Had  Captain  Sutton  only  one  leg? 

A   Only  one  leg. 

Q.  Do  you  know  what  regiment  he  was  of? 
A  ,  No, I  do  not,  I  am  sine. 

Q.  Do  yon  still  live  m  the  service  of  Mrs.*  Clarke? 
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A  Yes 

Have  you  had  any  conversation  with  Mis '  Cfirke*on' 
the  subject  of  this  investigation,  since  it  commenced  P    '  ' 
A   No,  I  have  not 

Mr.  Seiesford,  Q  You  have  sai  i,  that  you  paid  the 
servants  wages  while  you  lived  with  Mis  Claike,  how  niany 
men-servants  did  you  pay  wages  to  !  ' 

A  'I  he  coachman,  his  name  is  Paiker,  and'  William 
M'Dowali,  I  beluve  she  paid  Pierson  heiself,  and  thesfable 
rhifi  and'the  boy,  fern  men  in  the  stable,  i  always  used  to 
give  the  tnoniy  once  a  week,  01  once  a  foif night  to  them1  ; 
there  w(re  in  all,  five  in  the  stable,  and  three  in  the  house. 

Q   Were  they  til  servants  on  standing  annua!  wages  ' 

A  Yes,  they  weie  all \early  servants,  md  there  weie 
two  servants  at  VVcj  budge,  a  gardenei  and  a  cook. 

Sir  J  Giaham.  Q  You  have  stated,  that  there  weie 
sometimes  two  and  sointt'mes  thiee  men  cooks  for  particular 
dinners,  do  you  mtan  b)  tbose'partieut'ar  dinneis,  th'at  they 
weie  dresseil  foi  a  large  rompanj  ' 

A  No,  «e  ntvu  had  a  laige  company,  this  was  first 
when'Mrs  Claike  went  into  that  House 

Q  Those  dinners  wtie  diesSed  meuly  for  two  or  three 
pei sons  ? 

A  Yes,  for  His  lloyal  Highness,  as  far  as  I  know,  in  par» 
tieulatt 

Q   Not  foi  any  other  C6mp&ny      A  No. 

Q..  \ou  went  wilh  Mis  ClarkVwlftn'  s'he  went  fiist  io 
reside  in  Gloucester  placed — A   Y'el,  I  tifd 

Mr  Wilbafo-rce.  Q  Do  jo3J  know  v»h^  the  tradesmen 
we»e  who  furnished  tfie  house  in  Gloucester -pi  ace'' 

A  No. 

C-'Micfur'niihed  the' upholstery  ? 
A.  It  was  s-omcbody  in  Bonrl-stieet  ,  Oakley  ' 
f<8  f,Do  yi  W  know  who  fdimshed  the  thina  6nd  glrfss^  J 
A>  Mi  Moitloelf,  in  Oxford-street     *  "    ,      '"  '""^  ' 
t<2'  Do  you  knoW  who  furnished  the  hotHe  \*tth  graites?- 
A  Mi  S'lnvmets,  aifd-Rdsej  in  'Bond  street  *  >!t 
'J&i  DSyou  know  what  aiversmith  furnished  the  plate  ? 
A.  Buktttb. 
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Q  Do  juu  know  any  of  the  other  tradesmen  with  whom 
Mis  Claike  dealt? 

A  Parker's  in  Fleet-street,  she  had  something  to  do 
with. 

Q  Who  was  the  wine-merchant  ? 

A.  I  really  do  not  know  ,  I  beheve  His  Royal  Highness 
used  Uf  send  it,  but  I  do  not  know  ,  he  used  often  to  send 
it,  I  know 

Q  Did  vou  ever  pay  any  money  on  account  of  wages  to 
any  one  of  these  men  cooks  ? 

A  Yes,  I  gave  them  a  guinea  a  day,  each  of  them,  but  -I 
cannot  lecollect  their  names. 

Q,  Did  you  considei  that  as  payment  for  that  day^  or  as 
in  pait  of  annual  wages  ? — A  Only  for  the  day. 

Q.  Were  you  in  the  capacity  of  own  maid  to  Mrs  Clarke, 
or  was  there  any  other? 

A.  I  wai  own  maid  and  housekeeper  together. 

Q  Do  you  know  Mr.  Dowler  '    A  I  have  seen  him. 

Qi  Have  you  seen  him  fiequently  ? 

A  Yes,  1  have  seen  hire  frequently. 

Q  Have  you  seen  him  frequently  in  Gloucester-place  > 

A   Yes,  I  have  , 

Q  IX>  you  know,  0£  not,  whether  he  staid  the  night 
theie  ? — A  Nevtr,  I  am  very  sure  of  that. 

Q  Did  you  at  any  time  convey  any  messages  to  the 
tradesmen  employed  to  furnish  the  house  m  Gloucester* 
place  i — A  Yes,  foi  any  thing  that  was  wanted. 

Q.  Concerning  the  manner  in  which  it  was  to  be  done, 
and  what  articles  were  to  be  sent  in  J     "  _ 

A"Y$$-,  Mis.  Clarke's  order. 

Q  Did  the  tradesmen  seem  willing  to  send  in  articles 
merely  on  Mrs  Clarke's  authority  ? 

A.  They  sent  what  she  ordered,  as  far  as  I  know  ;  some- 
times they  would  no,t. 

2,  Did  you  use  any  arguments  to  them  fo  induce  theai 
to  send  in  articjes,  if  they  appeared  unwilling  so  to  do  t 

A  No,  I  did  not ;  I  said  when  she  had  money  she  would 
Certainly  pay  them,  nothing  fuithei  than  ihat. 

Q.  Did 
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$  Did  they  tell  von  that  they  looked  to  a  better  f..j  - 
master  than  Mis  Clarke,  01  any  thing  of  that  kind  ' 

A  1  hey  have  asked  iik,  whtthei  H.s  Royal  Highness 
had  settled  with  lur,  and  given  hei  money,  and  1  said  no, 
as  soon  as  she  had  it,  he  would  give  it  to  ihun 

Mr  Benzol  d  (?  Was  Captain  button  in  the  habit  oi 
visiting  at  iViis    Claike's  ?  , 

A   Yes,  she  knew  Captain  Sutton 

Q   Was  he  in  the  habit  of  -visiting  at  Mrs  Claike's  ? 

A  Yts 

Q    Was  lie  in  the  liab't  of  visiting  at  Mis   Claike's  be- 
foie  barn  Caitei  cinie  to  livt  at  Mis  Clarke's  house  ' 
A    Vts,  he  ws 

Q  W  hen  he  came  to  wsit  Mrs  Claikc  was  he  not  in  the 
liai>'t  of  bunging  bam  Cailir  as  a  companion  ? 

A    1  do  not  know  ,  he  bi ought  hun  with  him,  ceitamlj. 

Q  When  Sam  Cc'i'ei  came  with  Ciptun  Sutton,  was 
he  in  the  habit  of  goirg  with  h  m  into  tlu  pailoui  ? 

A  No 

Sir  J  Pull  em  y.  Q  WlenMis  CJaike  fust  lesuled  in 
Gloiitestt  r-plaee,  what  number  of  sei  vants  had  she  at  that 
tiwe  ? 

A  Sam.  Cartel  was  the  first  that  went  thete  when  I  w-ent  "t 
there  was  a  coachman  and  two  footmen,  aud  a  butler  and 
a  posti'lion  ,  there  were  four  men  in  the  stable,  she  had 
them  immediately  as  she  got  theie. 

Mr  Wm die  Q  Did  >ou  eversee  S-unuel  Caitei  after 
he  got  a  Commission  in  the  Aimy  ' 

A    No,  I  do  not  tin nk  I  ever  did 

Q   Do  you  lecollect  whethei  Samuel  Caiter  sot  a  C  )m- 
raission  in  the  Army  while  hewas  in  Mis  Clarke's  seivice  ? 
A  Yts,  and  went  to  Dial  to  join  his  re«imcnt 
Q   He  left  Mis  Claike's  seivice  foi   that  lesson  ? 
A  Ye,. 

Q   And  \  ou  nevei  saw  him  aftenvaids.  ? — A  No. 
Attorney  General     0    What  was  your  na.ne  before 
j  ou  were  mai  in  d  ? — -A  J  aveiy,  that  is  my  ie<il  name. 
Q.  Are  }ou  a  mansed  woman  ? — A  No. 

Q  Dil 
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Q  Dulyoue\ei  hear  Mrs  Ciaile  say  why  she  applied 
fur  <i  Commission  for  Sam  C-uUi,  more  than  for  any  other 
iootboj  in  hei  semce  ? — A  No 

Mfi  Bag&ell  By  what  name  was  ?,im  Carter  known 
to  His  Roy,il  Highness,  by  the  name  ot  Sam,  bamucl,  or 
Caitcr? — /f    We  used  to  call  him  Sam 

Q  Wa*  he  known  by  the  name  of  Carter  to  His  Itovai 
JIi°hness  ? 

A  Yes,  he  was  known  by  the  name  ofCarter 

Q  Did  bamucl  Cartti  appeal  to  you  a  person  of  supe- 
noi  Marine  is  and  education  topeisons  m  that  situation  r 

A   I  do  pot  know  ,  he  was  vtry  well 

Q  Did  an)  ot  the  seivants  dint  with  yon  in  general  at 
the  sanu  tab'e,  w Inn  jou  lived  with  AL-.  Clarke  iu  Glou- 
ccsK  l-plact  ' 

A   Yt^,  I  sat  down  todimiei  with  them  all 

Mr  Wilbotfoice  Q  Can  you  mention  any  body  else 
who  was' in  the  habit  ot  going  to  the  tradesmen  thout  the 
aiticles  to  be  luinished  to  the  house  in  Gloucestei-placo  ? 

A  1  rrtvei  went,  I  sen  t  a  servant  always,  and  WiUiain 
M'Dowall  has  been  to  Oikl(\'s  in  Bond  btieet,  and  to 
hose  and  bummeis's,  and  to  diffuent  tiadesmen. 

Q   Do  jou  know  anj  body  else  who  went  t 

A    Pen  son  used  to  go 

Q.  You  did  not  know  any  agent  or  steward,  or  any  per 
son  of  that  description,  who  used  to  go  ' — A  No 

Q  Do  jou  know  whether  a  peison  ot  the  name  of  Tay- 
loi  used  to  go  ? 

A  I  am  not  suie  whether  he  went  ,  he  might  be  sent 
by  Mis  Claike,  he  was  not  by  me 

Q    Do  )  ou  know  any  thing  of  his  going  ? 

A   No,  I  do  not 

$u  R  Williams  Q  When  you  lived  in  Gloucester- 
place  was  Mis  Claike  in  thehab'tot  leceiving  visits  fiom 
othei  gentlemen  besides  His  Royal  Highness  the  Duke,  of 
Yoik  ? — A   Yes,  seveial  people  came. 

Q   Gentlemen  ' 

A  Yes,  gentlemen  came  backwaids  and  foiwards 

Q  DkS 
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Q  Did  you  ever  know  that  any  of  those  ^en  tit  men  weie 
considered  as  opulent  ' — A   I  n,«tlly  do  not  know. 

Q  You  have  stated  thatjou  wtie  in  the  habit  of  din- 
ing with  all  the  servants  ,  of  course  the  coachman  was  one 
of  that  numker  '— A   Yes,  he  was 

Q    Do  you  remembei  a  Captain  Wallis  visiting  there* 

A.  No,  I  never  remember  such  a  name 

[The  Witness  was  dntcted  to  withdraw 

GWYLLYM  LLOYD  WARDLE,  Esq,  attending 
in  his  place,  was  Examined  by  the  Committee,  as 
follows 

Mr.  Lockhart  In  folio  132  of  the  printed  Minutes 
of  the  Evidence,  there  appears  a  letter  written  by  Mrs. 
Clarke  to  Mr  Donovan,  in  which  is  the  following  ex- 
pression, the  date  of  the  letter  is  January  28th,  1800  : 
•*  I  must  be  candid,  and  tell  you  that  in  order  to  facili- 
tate some  negociations,  I  had  given  him  a  few  of  your 
letters  in  one  you  speak  of  the  Queen,  in  another  the 
two  Deaneries  " 

/g  Did  Mis  Clarke  give  you  any  letters  in  order  to 
facilitate  any  negotiation  ? 

jf.  I  never  had  any  negotiation  with  Mrs.  Clarke 
about  letters  in  my  life  ,  I  do  not  know  what  she 
means  by  the  expression  of  a  negociation 

g  Are  these  the  Letters  which  she  stated  you  had 
taken  away  from  her  ? 

A.  I  took  some  of  Mr.  Donovan's  letters  in  the  way 
I  have  before  described,  which  I  have  produced  to 
this  House,  but  what  she  means  by  negociation  1  do 
not  know. 

4>  Had  you  any  other  letters  of  Mr.  Donovan's  from 
Mrs.  Clarke,  or  are  those  the  very  letters  which  she 
so  positively  stated  you  had  taken  away  from  her  ? 

A.  1  had  seme  other  letters  from  Mrs.  Clarke  of  Mr. 

Donovan's 
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DonovanM,  which  she  gave  m$,  and  I  examined  him, 
as  to  those  letters  in  this  House 

Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  For  what  purpose 

did  Mrs  Clarke  give  you  those  letters ? 

A.^J  really  do  not  know, for  what  purpose  she,  gaye 
themtome,  I  asked  her  to  give  them  me,  and  4  ex- 
amined,him  upon  them  in  this  House. 

Have  )ou  never  asked  Mrs.  Clarke  what  she 
meant  by  that  expression  in  her  letter  ?     ,  ,  , 

A.  No,  I  do  not  think  I  did  ,  but  I  never  did  have 
any  answer  to  it,  it  I  had,  I  remetnbei  the  expres- 
sion striking  me  when  1  heard  it  read. 

Mr  Spencer  Stanhope,    Q  When  Mrs,,  Clarke  de- 
live,r£d  these  letters  to  you,  did  she  mention  any  thing 
about  any  negotiation  as  affecting  one  or  more  Dean 
er!e's|  ' 

ljf.~J  never  heard  of  any  negociation  about  any  Dean- 
ery, *excep,t' what  these  letters  contain 

Mrs1  MARY  ANN'CLARKE  was  called  in,  and  a 
fetter  fromvM!\  Elderton  to  His  Royal  Highness  i|ie 
Duke  of  Yoik  being  shewn  to  the  Witness,  she  was 
^xanpinsdj-  as  follows . 
» t  ' 

Str  T  Turtop  Q  Do  \ou  recollect  f-bal  that  was  o^? 
of  the  letteis  that  you  delivered  to  Air-  Nicholis,'  to'  pt 
buined  ?      "  • 

A  y&b,  th^y  weae  all  delivered  to  be  burred,, 
^^0^  Po  you  lecollect  that  was  one  of  them  ? 
*"  A  I  cannot  lecollect  that  that  was  one  of  them  ,  except, 
rtlut'l  buined  m^seli,  I  gave  the  rest  down  to  be  burpeu,, 
and  they  positively  assured  me  thty  weie  bu>  ncd 

Q.  Do  you  remember  how  thai  letter  came  into  ypuf, 
pffssei&io'ii ?  ' 

A  I'^Gpjsoie  I  may  be  allowed  to  reM  it  b'efdie  1  me 
ni^opimffif  ' "  * 


[The  Witness  read  the  letter.] 
No.  XVII.   V.  2.  F  Q.  To 
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Q   To  whom  's  ihnt  let  er  addressed  > 

A.  It  is  adduced  to  HisRojal  Highness  the  Duke  oi 

Vol  k 

^   How  came  that  letter  into  jour  possessioi  > 

A  I  had  it  to  shew  the  Duke  of  Yoik,  I  suppose,  as  I 
had  many  ojhtr  kttcis,  and,  after  he  had  read  it,  it  was 
lettmmy  possess. on  This  man  was  ai  rested  aftei  he  had 
his  appoint'iK  nt,  and  I  had  solicited  for  leave  for  hun 

Q  i'hen  I  understand  you  to  say,  that  that  Itltel  was 
addressed  to  jou  ,  by  whom  was  it  adiessed  to  \ou  5 

A  By  Mi  Llderton,  01  else  his  w  fe  ,  by  Mi.  Elder- 
ton  addiessed  to  me,  to  deliver  to  the  Duke 

Q  I  hen  I  understand  you  to  say,  that  the  letter  was  in- 
closed to  you  in  another  by  Mr  Eldeiton  ,  .s  that  so  ? 

A  Yes 

Q  And  that  m  conseq  lence  of  your  receiving  it,  you 
delivered  it  to  His  Hojal  Highness  the  Duke  of  York  ? 

A  I  am  positive  that  I  shewed  it  him,  to  let  htm  know 
that  the  man  was  giateful 

Q   Did  the  Duke  ot  Yoik  return  it  to  yon  3 

A  After  he  had  read  letters,  they  used  to  be  left  upon 
the  table,  pnd  I  ought  to  have  destroyed  them 

Chanullo)  of  the  Lxchiqua  Q  D'd  not  you  undu- 
sUnd  that  Sam  Caitti  was  a  natuial  son  of  Captain 
Sutton  ? 

A  No,  I  did  not  people  have  said  so,  but  he  told  ine 
to  the  contiaiy  himsu!t 

Q   D'a  not  Captain  Sutton  take  care  of  his  education  ? 

A  Captain  Sutton  alwavs  had  the  boy  about  him  ,  he 
ti  id  seveial,  and  Sam  was  one,  he  had  been  very  strongly 
ltcommended,  I  Leljevtj  by  Mrs  Fitzheibeit,  but  they 
denied  that  at  one  time 

<2    Did  Captain  Sutton  educate  the  boy  ? 

A  He  vvas  not  we1!  educated  till  he  came  to  me,  he 
used  to  go  to  school,  while  he  vvas  m  my  seivice,  every 
insure  hour 

Q  Do  not  >ou  know  that  Captain  Sutton  took  care  of 
h's  education  ? 

A  I  know  that  he  took  some  pains  to  instruct  him  in 
his  leisure  time,  he  was  a  veiy  good  boy . 

Q.  Do 
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Q   Do  you  know  v  hat  Kginunt  C\>ptain  Sutton  uas 

A  lie  formerly  i  Liiuteparit  m  the  Gio  ia 'ieis  , 
I  Leljeve  he  «<<s  a  Vol < m k« r  w  neie  he  )<Y->t  bis  l<-g 

<2.  You  a  t  not  tti  t<  in  wl  at  M  ^pri'Mit  ho  >\a->  n  ? 

y4  No,  he  was  Deput}  l<ne  n.aoiei  >  t  WooUvk!  ,ond  had 
fc"ta  an  esleuved-  Intnl  ol  'he  I'nute  of  Wales  and  ot  the 
Duke  of  Yoik  lor  tneive  jtais,  but  ncaily  died  iurwatit, 
t\cept  tin ou«b  me 

Gtnei  al  Norton.  Dai  jou  corner  Samuel  Ga'te'r  in  a. 
Jight  tb(\et!e  rest  of  you  1  sen  ants? 

A   Yes,  I  did,  foi  lie        \uy  fai'h'nl  to  mc 

Q  In  ufiatjeai  did  iMi  Klderion  get  the  P<iymas:eiship 
el  the  Dutgoous,  that  jou'poke  of ? 

A   I  cannot  t<  11  built  w<?-  bef  lie  Gt  siti  il  Sniscoe  dn  d 

Q    You  do  not  t-rnembci  thejear  at  all  ? 

A  No,  I  do  not 

Q   Puling  your  residence  m  Glourestei  place,  did  you 
evei  make  any  letumotthe  Income  lax? 
A   No,  1  believe  1  did  not.. 

Q.  Wire  you  ever  assessed  either  foi  )our  horses,  car- 
riage1-, ot  men  serva  its  ? — Yes,  I  was 

Q,  Tiien  j oil  lPcoHecttae  number  ? 

A,  1  used  to  foig  i  the  greater  numbei  of  (hem  when 
they  wcieput  do\iO,  conceiving  they  had  bun  paid  foi  be- 
fore thtougti  the  Duke,  oi  othenuse 

Mi   Lukhart.  Q  Look  <>t  that  Intel    ['be  Letlei  !o  Mr 
Donovan,  of  the  28th  of  1  nuaiyj  t h  it  lettti  speaks  of  de- 
livering soirt  Ictttis  !o  Mi   Waidle,  m  oidei  to  fatilitalc 
some  negoc.Pt'on  ?     A    I  stnt  ibat  IctU  i  to  Ml  Donovan 

Q  Diljou  g.vc  these  1  tteis  to  Mi  Waidle,  in  oidei  to 
facili  idle  ii  y  iitgociaiion 

A  Yes,  not  the  lelttis  .that  C  lor- 1  W^id'e  l  an  <>»ay 
\Mlh,  I  ul  letk  i  s  of  Ii  Id  Glutei*  M  .et<  mum  <l  tx\o  oi 
tl  i  et-jjicumi  ii  ( >  to  t  ouip-nne1-,  tl  ey  uiie  to  gi\e  moie 
than  the  !egu'at>on,  thut  oi  ot  l<  m  hundied  p  uimis  ,  I 
understood  liora  Mi  Donovan  th  U  Guenwo'd  was  to 
ha\e  some  pirf,  f  looine  aminei,  himselt  a  share,  and  me  , 
thest  young  men  \\"ie  topi\,I  thi  ik,  four  hundred  guineas 

F  2  over 
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<s>v!i  the  regulation,  and  that  >twas  the  last  job  Greenwood 
«a&  !()  give  i  loorao,  that  it  was  to  complete  a  veiy  old  pro- 
mise of  the  Duke  of  "V  oik  ,  Mr  Donovan  told  nit  he  must 
ha\t  tlu jtcotnm  i.dt'tion  of  a  mcirbej  of  J'ailiantejit  or  a 
(jienei  ,IOfi"tei,  to  covci  himself 

Q  If  >on  't'u  to  i  jvssasji  ")  Noui  kUii,  it  wilUippeai 
thatiihe  letters  \  on  allude  to  x  (  it,  one  ,11  \* Inch  Mr  Do- 
nonui  speaks  ol  tl  (  Queen,  and  in  rise  othei  of  two  Dea- 
neries ' 

A  [hose  woe  the  h  tteis  Colonel  Waidle  took  away, 
and  which  I  told  h  in  "vere  m  Ins  pnsbi  ssion  ,  that  iettu  I 
think  mtnt.oi.s  at.  fat  .s  that 

[The  pas£?ge  in  the  Letter  wa;>  read  j 

I  tiad  not  g' .  1  n  him  tho  e  ]<  t ters.  he  took  tbirr>, 
andwha*  I  gave  Colonel  Wird'f  to  facilitite  was,  the  other 
thiee,  the  Lieutenants  foi  the  Companies,  and  he  hat,  two 
eithieeof  them  no  v,  and  Geneial  CUvermg  the  other  , 
and  when!  1  epiesentf d  one  oi  the  jonng  men  as  Mr. 
Siimn  er's  nephew  01  cousin,  I  believed  it,  because  Mr. 
Donovan  had  told  me  so,  and  declared  it  iit  evuy  way 

p  )SMbI" 

Q  How  could  the  dehveiy  of  any  Ictteis  whatever  to 
Mr.  Waidle,  facilitate  any  negotiation  ? 

A  I  thought  that  the}  might,  because  he  told  me  that 
he  could  do  )t  by  men  that  "ere  not  1  if  the  opposition,  be- 
cause I  knew  that  a  man  on  that  bide  would  not  do  to  re- 
commend to  the  Duke  of  York  any  militaiy  man. 

Q  Who  told  you  so  > — A  Colonel  Ward'e 

Q  W  f j -> t  sort  of  invocations  did  you  think  the- delivery 
of  these  Ittteis  lpi^l.t  h.cilitatt  ' 

A  To  get  a  lent  1  (t  recommendat'on  for  the  joung 
men  the  samo  soit<  t  1  ecofnmeudaticn  as  Gcreral  Clavu. 
ii)i»  was  to  gne  me  tor  Sumnti 

Q  You  1  a\e- stat' d,th  it  the  P -^mastership  piocuied  for 
riddtou  rtas  pievous  to  tho  death  of  General  Siracoe  , 
v'hat  eiicmns'ahce  n  ales  you  say  it  n-iuit  have  been  pit- 
Vous  to  >hc  (Ruth  of  Get  tial  ^imcoe  3 

A.  I  be- 
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A  I  belive  it  was  General  Simcoe's  regiment,  I  know  lie 
had  bten  applied  to  on  the  subject 
Q    Are  you  qm'e  posil  va  that  these  letters  spoken  of, 
are  the  letters  Mt    Wardle  ran  away  with  ? — A  Yes. 

S-r  J  Seb'ight  Q  Did  the  Duke  of  Yoik  eves  tell 
you  at  any  time,  that  he  had  been  infoimed  by  any 
peison  ot  join  having  received  money  by  getting  appoint- 
ments in  the  Ai  m\  ? 

A    No,  no  out  dart  till  1  im  So 

Mi  Giedi'hovgh  Q  Did  the  Duke  cf  York  tner 
nifoira  jou  by  what  mt  i  is  the  corami'sions  you  sUujhave 
been  so  nrfgularlv  obtmixtf,  were  made  to  appeal  regular 
in  the  books  of  the  Gffc  ? 

A  No,  he  did  not  state  to  me  that  cncumstance ,  only 
that  lie  would  Jakepioper  care  and  have  them  all  right,  and 
tin  su'  ]ects  he  always  thought  were  piopei  when  they  weie_ 
pi  oposul. 

[The  Witness  was  ordered  to  withdraw.  J 

GWYLLYM  LLOYD  WARDLE,  Esq  attending 
in  las  place  made  the  following  Statement 

I  wish  to  say  that  I  am  now  aware  w'-nt  Mrs  Clarke 
means  by  her  negociation  .  the  letters  mat  I  before  al- 
luded to  her  having  received  from  Mr  I  )onovan,and  my 
having  examined  him  upon  them  in  this  House,  were 
sent  tohc-byMr  Donovan,  as  I  understood,  for  the 
purpose  of  hergettmg  them  signed  by  a  General  Officer, 
or  a  Member  of  Parliament ,  she  stated  having  sert 
®ne  of  them  to  General  Clavenng  to  be  signed  ,  the 
othei  three  or  four,  1  forget  wmch  it  was,  1  got  from 
her,  she  gave  them  tome  ,  I  remember  her  stating  at 
the  time,  that  if  I  could  get  a  Member  of  Parliament  to 
sign  them  for  her,  it  would  be  just  what  Mr  Dono- 
van winted  ,  I  said  my  friends  were  in  opposition, 
and  opposition  men  would  not  do  ,  1  kept  the  letters 
ever  since,  a  d  till  this  moment  never  could  make  out 
what  she  n  eajvt  by  the  term  negotutior. 

F  3  Chan- 
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Chancellor  of  the  Exchi  ooer  J§>  Have  >ou  any 
objection  to  deliver  ri  those  letters,  from  which  you 
examined  Mr  Donovan  at  the  table  of  this  House  ? 

A   The)  are  all  on  the  table  of  the  Hou«c 

Q  Are  thoce  letters  on  the  table  of  the  House 
which  Mis  Clarke  wished  you  to  get  a  member  of 
Parliament  to  sign  >>—  A  No,  I  think  not 

Q  Are  there  any  letters  on  the  table  of  the  House 
which  Mis.  Claike  ^a"e  to  you,  to  piocure  the  signa- 
ture of  a  member  of  Parliament  ? 

A  I  thought  they  had  been  given  in,  but  if  they 
art  not,  I  certainly  will  lay  them  on  the  table 

0.  Have  you  an\  objection  to  lay  on  the  table  every 
letter  ■which  you  got,  cither  by  violence  or  otherwise, 
from  Mis  CLrkc  ? 

A  I  have  no  objection  to  lay  upon  the  table  the 
letters  in  question  i especang  those  Officeis  who  were 
to  havt  been  so  recommended,  and  all  the  letteis  that 
I  had  regaid  to  in  the  statement  I  made  to  the  House 

[Lorii  Folkestone  having  here  suggested  something 
to  the  witness], 

Sir  G  Hill  rose  to  order  He  said  it  was  very  ir- 
regular in  any  person  to  whisper  to,  or  communicate 
in  any  way,  with,  a  witness  under  interrogation 

Mi  Windh/m  maintained  that  a  suggestion  might 
be  given  to  a  Member  ;>o  situated,  as  to  what  was  pro- 
per for  him  to  do,  but  not  to  director  enable  him  to 
shape  his  answer 

Lord  Folkestonf  stated  that  he  conceived  the  ex- 
amination of  the  witness  had  close'!,  and  that  what  he 
had  taking  the  liberty  of  suggesting  to  him,  related  in 
no  way  whatever  to  the  subject  ot  his  examination. 
Under  these  circumstances  he  conceived  he  hdd  a  right 
to  commumeate  with  him. 

Mr. 
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Mr  Whitbread  contended  that  it  was  coasonant 
to  parliamentary  jsage  to  do  so  ' 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  observed, 
there  would  be  no  great  use  in  discussing  this  princi- 
ple theoretically,  when  there  was  no  fact  before  the 
House  He  would  assert,  however,  that  the  only 
difference  between  a  Member  under  examination  and 
a  common  witness  was,  that  the  former  was  examined 
in  his  place,  and  the  latter  at  the  Bar  Now  sup- 
posing a  witness  at  the  Bar  under  embarrassment,  what 
would  be  thought  of  it  if  a  person  should  be  found  to 
prompt  him  J  If  it  were  wrong  in  this  instance,  it 
would  not  be  more  right  in  a  Member  of  that  House. 
The  difference  of  situation  should  make  no  difference 
as  to  the  application  of  the  principle 

Mr  Windham  contended  that  the  arguments  of  the 
Right  Honourable  Gentlemen  did  not  at  all  apply  in 
this  instance  The  Honourable  "witness  had  a  question 
put  to  him  as  a  prosecutor,  and  not  as  a  witness 

Mr  Canning  said,  if  the  question  was  not  put  to 
him  as  a  witness,  the  case  was  clear. 

Mr.  Whitbread  would  still  maintain,that"a Mem- 
ber under  examination,  had  a  right  to  communicate 
with  those  about  him 

Mr.  G  Johnstone  suggested,  that  as  there  was  no 
question  before  the  House,  the  discussion  should  ter- 
minate, and  the  Committee  proceed  in  the  business  be- 
fore it. 

Q  Have  you  any  objection  to  lay  on  the  table  every 
letter  which  you  got,  either  by  violence  or  otherwise, 
from  Mrs  Clarke ' 

J  1  wish  the  answer  I  have  given  to  be  repeated. 

Mr.  Beresford.  Are  there  any  letters  in  your 
possession,  relative  to  the  inquiry  before  the  House,,, 
as  to  the  Duke  of  York's  conduct,  which  you  have 
taken  from  Mrs.  Clarke,  or  which  she  has  given  to 
you,  which  you  object  to  lay  before  the  House  ' 

A.  I 
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I  know  of  none  such,  I  have  no  information 
which  with  propriety  can  be  laid  before  this  Committee, 
which  1  would  withhold  from  them 

^.  Are  the  lettee  alluded  to  m  the  letter  of  Mrs. 
Clarke,  at  present  on  the  table  of  the  house  J 

A  No,  they  are  not 

Mr.  Lot kh art  $}_  When  dtd  you  receive  the 
Letters  from  Mrs  Cl<\rke,  which  she  mentions,,  m 
her  letter  of  the  28th  of  January,  to  have  been  de- 
livered to  you  ? 

J  I  have  no  memorandum,  I  cannot  speak  to  the 
time 

CHARLES  GREENWOOD,  Esquire,  was  called  in, 
and  Eiamtned  by  Ibe  Committee  as  follows 

Mi  Wunile  Q  Is  Mr  Tioome  now  111  youi  Oftci.  ? 
a  No 

Q  Dul  not  Mr  Froorae  succeed  to  tt-e  siiuat'on  of  one 
of  jour  Cleiks  that  has  lately  kft  you  ' — A  No 

Q  Did  not  Mi  Froome  come  to  town  tor  the  puipose 
of  suppljing  the  place  of  that  cleik  ? 

A  Mr.  Froome  came  to  town  to  settle  some  old  ac- 
counts of  mine  a^Treasurei  to  the  Royal  Militaiy  Col- 
lege, and  not  .it  all  to  take  the  place  of  that  clerk. 

Q  Has  he  settled  those  accounts,  and  )f  so  when  did  he 
leave  you  J 

A  He  is  settling  them  now 

Q  Where  does  he  transact  the  business  ? 

A  Very  near  my  Office  at  Chaung-cross 

General  Loft  us  Q  Aie  you  agent  to  the  22d  ttegiment 
cf  Dragoons.' — A  No 

Q,  Oi  ever  was  since  it  was  nused  ? 

A  I  think  not ,  but  I  cannot  positively  answer  to  that 
fact. 

A  Do  you  recollect  any  difference  between  you  and 
the  Duke  of  Yoik,  wherein  the  Duke  of  York  applied  to 
you  to  appoint  a  Paymaster  to  that  regiment  ? 
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A  Certainly  not. 

Q,  Is  it  within  your  powei  or  tint  of  any  Agent  to  ap- 
point a  Paymaster  to  ai  y  regiment  ? 

A  The  power  rests  in  the  Colonel  to  reconjmend  to 
fhe  Secretary  at  Wai,  who  makes  the  necessary  lnquiues 
as  to  the  securities,  and  then  makes  oat  the  Appointment 
for  the  Commander  in  Chief  to  lay  before  His  Mijesty 

Q  In  fact  the  Commander  in  Chief  Can  have  nothing  in 
the  vi 01  Id  to  do  with  it  more  than  to  lay  it  befoie  H>* 
Majesty  f 

A  1  never  undei stood  that  he  had. 

Q    Do  you  know  JSI j s  Clarke? 

A    I  do  not  know  her  by  sight. 

Mr    Waidle     Q   Did  you  ever  write  to  her? 

A   I  ucol'ect  one  note  I  did  nnte  to  her. 

Q    Do  j  ou  know  a  Mr   Elderion  ? 

A   I  did  know  him. 

Q  No  disagreement  evei  happened  between  you  and  the 
Duke  of  Yoik  respecting  appointing  Mr  Eldertoa  a  Pay- 
mastt  r  ? 

A   No  cerfainlj  not 

Q  Did  the  Duke  of  Yoik  ever  apply  to  you  to  appoint 
him  ? 

J  Never ;  the  Duke  of  York  mentioned  htm-to  me  as 
a  man  that  would  call  upon  rap  about  a  Paymastership,and 
said  that  I  might  make  inquiries  about  him,  but  never  re- 
commended h'm. 

Q  What  was  the  occasion  of  that  note  which  you 
mention  having  wijtten  to  Mis.  Clarke' 

A  It  wis  in  answer  to  a  note  she  wiote  to  me,  to  desire 
ny  interference  with  His  Rojal  Highness  about  a  biother,  I 
think  he  was,  of  hei  ,  she  called  him  Captain  Thompson, 
that  '  id  been  m  the  Cavali) 

Q    D  i  you  lecollect  the  date  of  that  note  ? 

A  It  w  is  not  long  n<jo,  I  do  not  lecollect  the  date  at 
all  ,  I  should  think  within  a  month  or  si\  weeks 

Q  Do  v>u  lecollect,  eithei  in  that  note  or  by  message, 
stating  to  Mr*  Chrke,,  that  you  wuesony  she  had  got 
acquunted  with  Mi.  Fiaieiiy? — A  Never. 

Q.  Did 
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Q  Did  you  ever  scud  any  message  to  Mrs. -Claike  by 
Mr  r<iylor  of  Bond  Street 7 — A  Nevei 

Q  How  long  was  Mr  Froome  in  youi  Office  before  tire 
first  time  he  and  you  parted  ? 

A  1  leally  cannot  lecollcct  but  he  has  left  my  Office 
for  I  should  suppose  four  or  five  yeais,  I  cannot  iccollect 
particularly,  it  was  at  the  time  1  discovcied  he  was  tiad- 
jng  in  Commissions  that  I  discharged  him 

A    Is  not  Mi.  Fioonieon  the  half  pay  ? 

A.  I  believe  he  is. 

Q   Is  he  a  Captain  on  the  half  pay  > 

A  No,  I  think  only  a  Lieutenant 

Loid  Fdicstone  Q  How  did  \ou  send  tint  note  uhick 
you  wrote  to  Mis  Cl.nkc? 

A   I  sent  it  by  Mr  rIa(lor,  I  think  - 
Q    Ml.  Taylor  the  sheemakei  5 — A  Yes 
Q  Are  you   acquainted  with  Mis    Sinclair  Suther- 
land ? 

A   I  knew  her  some  jcars  ago. 
Q,  How  many  jeats  ago  ? 

A.  I  should  think  six  or  seven  years  ago ;  I  have  sec  a 
her  since. 

Q,  Have  you  seen  her  often  since  >—A.  No. 
Q  Have  you  seen  hei  lately  ? — A  No. 
Q  How  lately  have  you  setn  her? 
A.  I  do  not  think  I  have  seen  Mrs,  Sinclair  these  two 
jesrs, 

Q   On  what  occasion  did  y<  u  last  see  her  ? 

A  Mine  was  a  visit  of  civility,  1  believe,  I  had  no  par. 
ticular  object  m  it 

Q  1>,<1  you  call  upon  hei  ' — A  Yes. 

Q  Have  you  kept  up  jour  acquaintance  with  het  from 
(he  fiist  ongui  of  that  acquaintance  ? 

A   I  have  veiy  hub  acquaintance  with  Mb   Sincl,  ■)  , 
I  do  not  suppose  J  ever  saw  Mis  Smclaii  a  dozen  times  in- 
mv  life 

Q  What  led  to  that  acquaintance  ? 
A  I  believe  that  the  fitst  ucquaintance  I  had  with 

M  rs* 
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Mis  Sinclair,  was  from  hearing  a  fii'nd  of  mine  speak  of 
hu 

Q  Did  you  become  acquainted  with  liu  through  anj 
) n 1 1 11  iCj  bctwu  n  Duke  of  York  ami  hei  ? 

A  I  cettdU'U  was  acquainted  with  her  moie  from  that 
cur  umstanci 

Q  Then  \t  <i  ?rt  aware  she  was  intimate  with  the  Duke 
of  Ycik? 

A  I  an  >  v  lh<tt  (he  Duke  of  Yolk  knew  her  ,  I  am 
not  "it  all  .ovtie  that  the  Duke  of  Yoik  was  intimate  With 
her 

("The  witness  was  ordered  to  withdraw. J 

The  Chancellor  tif  the  Exchequer  objected  t& 
this  mode  of  examination,  and  a  conversation  of  con- 
sJeiable  length  took  place  whether  Mr  Greenwood 
should  be  further  examined  on  this  point. 

The  Chancelloi  of  the  Exchequer,  Mr  Beres- 
FORDand  others  contended  thai  he  ought  not  to  be  ex- 
amined as  to  the  general  character  of  a  Lady  who  was 
not  before  the  House,  and  whose  credit  ought  not  to  be 
impeached  when  it  was  not  in  question  on  the  present 
subject  It  was  on  the  other  hand  insisted  on  by  Lord 
Folkstonc,  Mi  C  Wynne,  Mr.  Windham  and 
others,  that,  as  it  appeared  her  recommendation  had 
been  attended  to  by  the  Duke  of  York,  it  was  proper 
and  necessary  the  witness  should  disclose  what  he  knew 
to  be  hei  general  eharactei  ,  and  it  was  at  length  decid- 
ed, after  Lord  Folkstone  had  agreed  to  withdraw  his 
la^t  question,  that  the  witness  should  again  be  called 
in 

[The  witness  was  again  called  m  ] 

Lnul  Tolkstone.  Q  Do  you  know  of  any  connection 
evei  subsisting  between  the  Duke  of  York  and  Mis  Su- 
it, j  land' 
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A  I  haveheaid  that  theie  was. 

Q.  Hasan)  fact  evtsi  tome  to  )  ou  knowledge  which  en« 
ables  you  to  state,  of  jour  own  knowledge  that  such  4  con- 
nection evei  had  existed  ? 

A   I  have  heard  Mrs  Sinclair  herself  say  so. 

Q  Did  you  evei  hcai  Mis  Sinclair  state  that  she  was 
with  child  by  the  Duke  of  Yoik  ?    A  Yes 

[The  witness  was  directed  to  withdiaw. 

[The  Witness  was  again  called  m  J 

(J  Did  vou  evei  know  of  a  house  being  lined  at  Ilam- 
buigh  for  Mrs  Sutherland  to  lie  in? 
A  No. 

Q  Do  you  know  of  any  measures  that  weie  taken  t« 
hue  a  house  for  that  purpose  ' — A  No. 

Q  Can  you  to  your  own  knowledge  speak  to  Mis  Sin- 
clair having  got  a  troop  fiora  the  Duke  otYoik,  fui  a  fuend 
of  her\  ? 

A  Certainly  not. 

Q  Did  you  cvei  coi  respond  with  her  on  the  subject  of 
a  tioop  that  she  h<id  applied  for  > 

A  No,  I  thmk  not,  it  is  so  long  sii>cc  ,  to  the  best  of  my 
knowledge  not 

Q  Can  yon  speak  positively  to  that  fact  f 

A  I  can  speak  positively  to  nevei  having  had  any  con- 
versation with  the  Duke  of  Yoik 

Q  Do  you  recollect  wilting  to  Mrs  Sinclair  up  011  any 
military  matters  ? 

A  I  recollect  she  wiote  to  me  relative  toas>n  of  the 
late  Geiieial  Debbidge,  upon  the  subject  of  pi  emotion, 
which  I  did  not  apply  for,  and  I  think  she  wiote  to  me 
about  obtaining  leave  of  absence  for  him,  which,  being  111 
the  'natural  couise  of  my  business,  I  think  I  did  obtain  foi 
hei  ,  but  I  cannot  speak  with  ccitainty  , 

Q.  State  whether  of  your  own  knowledge  Mrs  Sinchir 
was  given  to  understand  that  Officer  was  promoted  through, 
her  application? 

A  Cet- 
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A.  Certainly  not. 

Mr  C.  Adams.  Q  You  have  slated,  that  you  sent  ». 
Bote  to  Mrs  Clarke  by  Mr  Tayloi  ,  who  is  Mr.  Taylor  >  v 

A.  A  shoemaker,  in  Bond-street, 

Q  How  happened  it  that  you  employed  such  a  messen- 
ger ' 

A.  She  sent  him  to  me. 

Q.  Had  you  evei  any  other  communication  with  Mr. 
Tctylor? 

A.  I  have  seen  Mr.  Taylor  seveial  times  on  other  busi- 
ness 

(2.  Is  Mr.  Taylor  your  shoemakei  ?— ^  No 

Q   Have  your  evor  had  any  coriespondence  by  lettci  with 
Mi  Tayloi?— A  No 

Sn  J  Sebnght,  2.  You  hate  stated  in  the  early  paitof 
your  examination,  that  the  Commander  in  Chief  told  you 
that  Mi  Elderton  would  probably  call  respecting  a  P.ty- 
mastership,  and  requested  ?ou  to  make  inquiries,  did  j  on 
make  any  'nquirits ' — A  Yes 

Q,  What  was  the  result  of  those  inqui lies,  and  was  he  ap- 
pointed to  the  Pay  mastership  ? 

A.  The  result  of  those  inquuies  was  that  I  put  him  down 
in  my  list  as  a  candidate  for  a  Paymastershrp. 

Q.  Was  he  appointed  to  a  Paynusteisdup  ? 

A  Upon  a  vacancy  happening  in  §ir  Kobeit  Abeiciom- 
bie's  Regiment)  thinking  him  a  veiypioper  man  foi  the  ap* 
pointment,  I  wiote  to  Su  Robert  AberciomW  about  him, 
and  he  recommended  him  to?  tha'Secfeury  at  War.  Ma/ 
I  beg  leave  to  correct  ?n  answer  1  have  just  given,  respect 
ing  my  correspondence  with  Mi  Tayloi  there  were  two  or 
three  questions  I  thought  it  necessaiy  to  put  to  him  know- 
ing he  Iwd  paid  stime  money  on  the  Duke  of  York's  account 
for  Mis  Clarke,  I  put  three  questions  to  him,  which  lis 
answered  satisfactory  ,  if  that  is  to  be  called  a  coi  respond, 
ehce,  I  have  had  correspondence  with  him 

Sir  R.  Williams  Q  Do  you  know  of  any  large  sum  of 
money  being  paid  by  Il'S  Royal  Highness  the  Duke  of  York 
to  Mis  Clarke,  during  her  residence  in  Gloucester-pl  ice  ? 

No.  XVIII.  Vi  2*  G  A  Nc 
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A  No  liigt  sums  e\er  went  through  my  hands  to  Mrs. 
Claike,  nor  any  sum  whatever 

Ah  C  Adm.s  Q  You  admit  thatyou  have  had  some 
comspondence  wiih  Mr  'lajlor,  when  did  that  coriespond- 
ence  take  place  ? 

A  A  few  j  ears  ago. 

Q  You  do  not  recollect  at  any  other  time  having  had  any 
correspondence  with  Mr  Tayloi  ? 
A  No,  certainly  not 

Q  Did  you  send  an  answer  to  Mrs  Claike  by  Mr. 
Taj  lor,  in  consequence  of  the  letter  having  been  brought  by 
him  ' 

A  Certainly 

A  Wtlksliy  Q  You  stated  that  you  iecommended 
Mr  Elderton  to  Su  Robert  Aoercrombie  for  Paymaster, 
had  you  any  knowledge  of  Mr.  Elderton  pievious  to  the 
Duke  of  York's  mentioning  him  to  you  ? 

A  I  believe  he  had  applied  to  my  office  for  a  Clerkship, 
but  I  am  not  quite  clear  as  to  tha,t  point ,  1  made  several 
inquiries  in  consequence  of  His  Royal  Highness's  lecom- 
inend«ition 

Q   Were  the  inquiries  which  you  made  satisfactory  ' 
A  They  were  satisfactory  in  the  first  instance,  but  some- 
time afterwards,  on  further  inquiry,  I  was,  by  no  means  sa- 
tisfied, and  I  wrote  to  Sir  Robeit  Abercrombie  to  that  ef- 
fect 

g  What  inqumes  did  you  make  that  caused  dissatisfac- 
tion ? 

A  I  made  some  inquiries,  besides  a  representation  I  had 
from  Bnstol,  where  Mr  Eldeiton  had  lived,  of  seme  im- 
proper conduct  there. 

Q,  What  was  the  consequence  of  these  discoveries  you 
wade  respecting  Mr  Elderton  ' 

A  Representing  the  same  to  Sir  Robert  Abercrombie,  in 
order  to  stop  the  recommendation. 

Q  What  was  the  effect  of  that  communication'' 

A.  It  was  delayed  for  a  time  ,  afleiwaids,  to  the  best  of 
my  recollection,  Mi.  Eldeiton  wrote  himself,  or  got  some 
fuend  to  apply  to  Sir  Robert  Abercrombie,  and  Sir  Robert 
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Abetcrombie  afterwards  recommended  him  to  the  Secretary 
«it  Wav 

(I  Do  you  know  what  those  lecom  ntndalions  were,  or 
fiom  whom  they  came  ? 
A   I  really  do  not 

Q  Were  ihe  objections  removed  solely  bys  the  recom- 
mendation of  Sn  Robert  Abeicionibit  f 
A   I  believe  entirely  » 

Mr  Abetciombie  Q  After  those' objections  had  been 
madt,  did  an)  tonvusation  take  place  b(  tween  Hi^  Ruyal 
Highness  the  Duke  of  York  and  yourself  upon  the  suljtuj 

A   Ciitdinl)  none. 

Q  How  do  you  know  that  my  subsequent  recommenda- 
tion wa,s  made  to  Sir  Robert  Abt-rcr  .irbie  ' 

A  1  think  I  have  ktieis  troin  Su  Robv rt  A  In  lcrombie 
to  prove  that.        [The  W'tness  was  directed  to  uithduiw. 

Colonel  GORDON  was  called  in,  and 
Examined  by  the  Committee,  as  follows  . 

LotdTolkstone  Q  Hive  jou  brought  with  you  t'  e  do- 
cuments lespeuiflg  the  pioposed  exchange  between  C(  lonel 
Knight  and  Colontl  Pleydell  ? 

A-  Yes,  1  ha*e  them  in  my  hand, 

|_Colond  Gordon  d^li  /ered  in  several  papers  which 
were  read  as  follows  . 

"  The  Com  in  C'/itf  cannot  accede  to  the  iequestnf 
11  these  Office)  s  Lieutenant  CUon°l  P'eydell  must 
«'  Refused,."      "  remain  in  the  Regiment  iowhichhe  kes  btcnpoit- 
'•  ed  '• 

"  Messrs  Colljer  have  the  honour  oftransm  1*1111,,  Colonel 
"  Gordon  ihe  Memorials  of  Mijors  Knight  and  Pii-ydeli  toejt- 
"  change," 

"  Parl-place,  St  Jama's,  <ffth  May  1805  " 

"  Hense  Guards,  USthUay  1803  '> 
*'  Having  kid  beiurt  the  Com'iimidci  in  Chief  your  note  ofthe 
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27th  instant,  I  am  directed  to  acquaint  y»n  in  reply,  that  His 
Itoy-il  Highness  cannot  accede  to  the  exchange  therein  pro- 
post  d,  between  Mpjor  Knight  of  the  5th  Diagoon  GuaidsancT 
BtLt  Colonell'lejdell  of  tlie  59th  Regiment  of  Toot,  and 
Lieuttn  mt  tt  loiu  l  I'lej dell  must  leiiiam  with  the  corps  to 
which  he  has  been  posied 

"  lam,  Sir, 

"  J  W  Gordon." 
The  Inclosures  in  your  Letter  are  herewith  returned." 
"  Messrs  Collyer  " 

"HUH  has  no  objection  to  his  reietvmg  a  difference,  and 
•when  an  eligible  succasor  can  be  recommended,  H,  R  U  will 
take  if  into  cxmndei  atwn  " 

"  Ko  S&Maddox  Street,  Hanoter-sqime, 
"  Sin,  June  19,  18CH  " 

"  His  Koyal  Highness  the  Commander  m  Chief  not  having 
acceded  to  my  exchanging  witliLieutenant  Colonel  fleydell, 
1  fear  my  motu  es  for  wishing  to  return  to  the  Infantry  may 
have  been  misrt  pteiented  to  Hia  Roval  Highness 
"  I  therefore  take  the  liberty  of  stating  ihem  to  you,  and  re- 
quest the  favour  of  you  to  submit  them  to  the  consideration 
of  His  Royil  Highness 

"  1  f  m  desiious  oi  returning  to  the  Infantty,  with  a  view  to 
receive  back  the  difference,  to  enable  me  to  arrange  some 
pecuniary  com  ems  which  press  upon  me  at  this  moment , 
and  m  ca«e  His  RojM  Highness  should  be  graciously  pleas- 
ed to  acquiesce,  I  intend  to  solicit  the  further  indulgence  of 
a  temporary  retirement  upon  half-pay  for  the  recovery  of 
ri}  health,  winch  is  much  impaired  by  a  service  of  20  years 
in  the  West  Indies,  m  Holland,  m  Egypt,  and  elsewhere  , 
and  as  1  do  not  mean  to  solicit  H  R  H 's  permission  to 
receive  the  difference  between  full  and  half-pay,  I  flatter 
myself  ri  li  H  when  n  y  health  is  it— established,  will  con- 
sider my  past  services,  and  allow  me  to  return  to  a  service, 
wlnchl  never  can  quit  lor  a  moment  without  the  deepest  ie« 
gret 

"  And  in  case  H  R  H  should  hive  no  person  m  view  to 
succeed  nu-in  tliefiih  Di  igoonTGsuirds,  I  humbly  beg  lea\e 
to  sph  pit  the  riamc  ot  Brevet  Lieutenant  Colonel  Brool  of 
the  56ih  Regim  it(anoId  Cavalry  Officer)  who  has  written 
to  me  on  the  subject 

"  I  have  the  honour  to  subscribe  myself.  Sir, 
"  Your  obedient  humble  servient, 

"  H  R  Knight  •' 
To  Co'  Gordon.  "  Major  5th  Dngoon  Cuarrfs  and  Bt 

&c.  &c  &c."  Lieutenant -Colonel," 

"  Sib, 


(    65  ) 


*  "  Hm»e-Gu«r<<*>  2tJ.'Ji<tie,1805  " 

1  Sir,  -  ^ 

"  Having  In  t.1  before  (he  Comnvnder  irt  Chief  your  letter  of 
*'  the  19th  instant,!  mi  di-ntxJto  icquauit-j  ou,th  uHis  Roy- 
"  il  Jlighne&s  has  no  objt  tion  to  your  ex<  hinging  to  the  lu- 
"  fintry,  receiving  'he  difference,  and  whin  a>  eligible 
"  successor  cth  be  recommended,  your  request  will  be  taken 
*'  into  coi'aiduation 

"  I  have,  &.. 

«  7  W  -Got  don." 
"  Bt  Lieutenant  Col  Knight,  5  D  agoon  Guards, 
"  35,  Maddoi-street,  Hanovei -square  " 

Q.  Are  you  acquainted  with  Major  Turner  ? 
A  I  was  acquainted  with  him. 

Q.  What  was  the  period  of  your  acquaintance'  with  hiro? 
A,  T  think  it  was  in  the  yeai  1803. 

Q  When  was  the  last  time  that  you  saw  him  previous 
to  his  sending  his  resignation  ' 

A  I  cannot  recollect  the  preeise  day  ,  but  it  was  a  very 
short  time  before  he  gave  it  m,  he  called  upon  me,  and 
stated  his  intention  of  so  doing 

Q   Did  he  solicit  any  othei  situation  ? 

A  No,  I  cannot  recollect  that  he  did 

Q  Dul  he  lequest  to  be  put  upon  the  Staff  of  the  Army 
serving  in  Spain  ? 

A  I  do  not  lecollect  that  he  did  ,  it  is  veiy  possible 
that  he  might,  but  I  do  not  recollect  thstt  he  did 

Q.  D.d  he  state  to  you  the  reason  for  which  he  intended 
ta  resign  ? 

A  Yes,  he  certainly  did 

Q    What  were  those  leasons  > 

A  Major  Turner  called  upon  me,  and  told  me,  it  was 
his  intention  to  give  in  his  resignation,  and  retire  from  the 
Army  ,  I  expressed  some  surpme  at  this,  having  had  some 
previous  acquaintance  with  him,  and  told  him,  I  think,  that 
he  had  better  consider  of  it  before  he  took  so  decided  a  step. 
I  think  Major  Turner  told  me,  he  had  got  into  some  un- 
fortunate scrape  with  a  woman, and  it  was  necessary  for  him 
to  quit  the  service  ,  the  exact  wqids  I  do  wit  ie<.ollec',but 
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that  was  the  tenor  of  the  conveisation  that  passed  between 
us     There  w,'s  very  little  moie  or  less 

Q  Did  he  state  the  nature  of  the  scr  'pe  ? 

A  No  he  certaiiilj  did  not  ,  but  I  have  some  recollec- 
tion, that  he  was  about  to  do  it,  and  that  I  stopped  him, 
as  my  custom  is,  not  wishing  to  entei  into  the  private 
afiaiis  of  Officeis  moie  than  is  necessary 

Q    Did  he  state  the  name  of  the  Lady  ? 

A   I  am  pretty  confident  he  did  not 

Q  When  the  application  was  made  for  the  exchange 
between  Colonel  Knight  and  Colonel  Pleydell,  weie  the 
usual  inquiries  made,  and  were  they  acted  upon' 

A  This  is  lather  an  embarrassing  question,  I  should 
answer  it  in  this  way  ,  that  the  Commander  in  Chief  did  not 
think  Colonel  Pleydell  a  proper  officer  to  be  placed  at  the 
liead  of  a  regiment  of  Cavalry 

Mi  Creevey  Is  it  your  belief,  that,  upon  a  complaint 
made  from  any  quartd  against  any  Officei  who  was  soli- 
citing either  for  e\rhange  or  resignation,  that  complaint 
being,  that  the  Officer  had  behaved  dishonourably  by  a 
l,ady,  that  would  lead  to  an  inquiry  on  the  pait  of  the 
Commandei  in  Chief  ? 

A.  That  would  depend  very  much  upon  the  mode  in 
which  the  complaint  was  made  ,  the  complaint  in  question 
stated,  that  the  General  knew  all  about  it  ,  inquiry  was 
therefore  made  of  the  General,  befole  any  decision  was 
given  upon  it 

Q  Did  it  ever  come  within  your  knowledge  that  any 
yesignation  had  been  stopped,  or  any  proceedings  taken  at 
the  Commander  in  Chief's  Office,  in  consequence  of  an 
anonymous  letter  ? 

A*  I  cannot  exactly  say  that  a  resignat'on  had  been 
stopped  ,  but  this  I  can  say,  that  all  anonymous  letters  are 
anvauably  attended  to. 

Q  Is  it  not  the  mvauable  practice  of  the  Commander 
in  Chief  to  forward  ail  anonymous  letters,  conveying  com- 
p'aints  or  any  circumstances  attached  to  the  Army,  to  the 
Generals  commanding  the  districts  or  the  Officers  com- 
manding 
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mantling  regiments,  concerning  which]  complaints  maybe 
convened  m  those  anonymous  ietteis  ?( 

A  I  have  aheariy  said  that  anonymous  letter  aie  al- 
ways attended  to,  and  aie  sent  foi  inquiry  in  their  pioper 
course  ,  the)  happen  almost  daily 

[The  Witness  was  dnected  to  withdraw. 

[General  Norton  briefly  stated  that  he  had  known  a 
similar  case,  m  which  all  the  circumstances  took  place, 
as  in  the  case  allu  'ed  to] 

General  ROCHFORT  was  called  in,  and 
Examined  by  the  Committee  as  iollows.  , 

Q  Do  you  recollect  a  person  of  the  name  of  Samuel 
Caiter,  that  lived  with  Captain  Sutton  ' — A,  I  do. 

Q  Do  you  happen  to  know  whethei  Samuel  Carter  was 
reputed  to  be  the  natural  son  of  Captain  Sutton  ? 

A.  J  always  understood  that  he  was. 

Q.  Did  he  live  with  him  as  such  ? 

A  He  lived  wuh  him  as  such,  as  it  appeared  tome. 

Q.  You  knevv Captain  Sutton  f — Q   Very  well. 

Q   He  irought  him  up  as  is  son  > 

A  Yes,  he  did,  to  the  best  of  my  knowledge. 

Q,  Did  he  gne  h'm  a  good  education  ' 

A  I  believe  the  best  education  he  could  ,  he  was  very 
capable  of  educating  htm  himself-,  and  I  believe  he  took 
a  great  deal  of  pa  ns  with  the  boy 

Q  Was  he  in  the  habit  of  dining  at  Captain  Sutton  s 
table  ? 

A.  I  cannot  teli  ,  I  never  dined  with  Captain  Sutton  at 
Lis  house. 

Q  When  slid  Captain  Sutton  die  > 

A  I  cannot  exactly  saj  ,  two  or  three  years  ago  I  be« 
lieve 

[The  Witness  was  directed  to  withdraw. 

Lord  Folkestone  stated  to  the  House,  that  Duff,  one  of 
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the  paitfes  whom  lie  had  that  evening  mentioned  to  the 
House  as  having  papers  in  his  possession,  which  came 
into  lm  hinds  through  the  medium  of  one  Kennett,  m 
the  City  i.a^,  since  he  addressed  the  House,  called  him 
irto  the  Lob^y,  and  informed  him,  that  he  was  willing 
to  deliver  up  the  papers  He  had  seen  some  of  them, 
which  he  had  eommun  cated  totheRighr  Honourable 
Genflerran  opposite,*  vi  ho  concurred  with  him  in  think- 
ing they  were  wcithy  the  observation  of  the  Homev 
The  person  who  had  them  having  mentioned  it  would 
be  irconvemenf  to  him  to  attend  that  evening,  he  had 
dispensed  with  his  further  attendance  He  had  accord- 
ingly promised  to  bring  him  the  papers  to-morrow 
morning,  and  he  would  call  the  attention  of  the  Com- 
mittee to  them  at  their  next  meeting- 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchfquer  said,  he  ap- 
prehended the  Committee  would  proceed  next  day 
(being  then  One  o'clock  in  the  mormng),  and  they* 
should  be  able  to  finish  the  business 

The  Houie  being  resumed,  the  Chairman  reported 
progress,  and  asked  leave  to  sit  again,  which  was  or- 
dered 

Mr.  Wharton  brought  up  the  Mmutes  of  Pro- 
ceedings, w'nch  were  odered  to  be  printed. 

On  Thursday,  the  16th  of  February 

Lord  Folks-tone  moved,  that  W  Meilish,  Esq.  a 
Member  of  the  House,  do  attend  in  fns  place,  that 
evening  to  give  evidence  before  the  Committee  on  the 
Charges  against  his  Royal  Highness  the  Commander 
in  Chief.  Also  that  Mr  Greenwood,  Colonel  Taylor, 
and  Mr.  Kennett,  do  attend  to  give  evidence  before- 
the  sain  Committee — Ordered/ 

On  the  motion  of  Sir  James  Hill, "it  was  also  order- 
ed that  Mr  and  Mr*.  Corn  do  attend  the  same  day  on 
the  said  Committee. 

*  The  Chancello,  of  the  Exchequer. 

Lord 


(   69  ) 

Loid  Folk?!  one  moved  that  Mr  Chapman,  first 
Clerk  in  Lord  Castleieagh's  Office,  do  attend  the 
Committee  ,  also,  that  the  Right  Honourable  Charles 
Loig  do  attend  in  his  place  on  the  same  day,  to  give 
evidence  before  the  Committee. 

Lord  H.  Petty  stated,  that  an  application  had  been 
made  to  him  on  behalf  of  a  Gentleman  of  the  name  ot 
Tyndale,  a  Sohcitor,  in  Lincoln's  Inn  Fields,  who  was 
a  very  respectable  Gentleman,  bagging  that  it  might 
be  explained  to  the  House  that  he  was  not  the  person 
referred  to  in  the  evidence  of  Mr.  Maltby,  given  be- 
fore that  House 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  said,  he  be- 
lieved it  was  in  evidence  that  the  person  lefejred  to  did 
not  reside  in  Lincoln's  Inn  Fields,  but  in  Symond  s- 
row,  Chelsea 

Mr  Bankes  stated,  that  the  peison  alluded  to,  and 
who  resided  in  Symond's-row,  Chelsea,  had  not  been 
foithcotning  this  daj,  when  summoned  before  the 
Committee  on  East  India  Offices 

The  House  then  went  into  a  Committee  on  the  mo- 
tion of  Mr.  VVardle. 

[Mr  Wharton,  in  the  Chair] 

Mr,  Bankes  immediately  rose  and  stated,  that  he 
had  this  moment  learned  that  the  person  of  tbe  name 
of  Tyndale,  to  whom  he  had  before  alluded,  had  arri- 
ved after  the  Committee,  before  whom  he  was  summon- 
ed, had  broken  up,  and  that  he  would  give  attendance 
on  the  same  Committee  to-morrow 

Lord  Folkstont  then  addressed  the  chair,  and  ob* 
served  that — Berarehe  should  proceed  to  call  witnesses 
m  support  of  the  charge  now  to  be  brought  forward,  it 
would  be  necessary  for  him  to  state  what  was  the  pur- 
port of  the  inquiry.  It  would  appear  from  the  evi- 
dence 
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dence  to  be  adduced,  that  m  the  year  1804  a  negocia- 
tion  was  cet  on  foot  by  his  Royal  Highness  the  Duke, 
for  raising  by  way  of  ■annuity,  the  sum  of  70,000  01 
8o,oooI  ,  and  that  the  person  engaged  in  that  transac- 
tion was  a  person  of  the  name  of  Kennett,  vs  ho  was  at  the 
time  an  Upholsterer,  in  Boftd-stieet.—  The  treaty  went 
on  for  a  considerable  time— at  the  satre  time  there  was 
a,  concurrent  negotiation  on  foot  for  obtaining  for  Mr 
Kennett  a  situation  under  Government,  and  various 
attempts  were  made  by  the  Duke  of  York,  to  obtain, 
thtough  the  means  of  Mi  Pitt  and  others,  various  si- 
tuations for  him,  particular!)  in  the  West  Indies  it 
would  appear  to  the  House  from  the  evidence  to  be 
adduced,  that  the  advance  of  the  sum  of  mo°ey  befoie 
stated,was  absolutely  dependent  on  tie  procunngof  that 
place,  and  a  Letter  from  the  pnv^te  secretary  of  the 
Duke  of  York  would  be  produced,  acknow  ledgi'ig  the 
receipt  ota  Letter  to  this  effict,  without  evpre  »smg  any 
disapprobation  cf  the  proposal  Thus  it  wouldappcar 
to  the  House  that  the  advance  of  the  mone\  m  question 
to  hts  Rojal  H'ghness  was  to  depend  on  his  procuung 
for  Kennett  the  situation  there  alluded  to  The  Noble 
Lord  had  thought  it  necessa.y  to  call  vanous-  witnesses 
in  support  of  this  case,  andarroilg  others  Colonel  Tay- 
loi  ,  then  his  Royal  Highress's  private  Secretly,  who 
would  piove  his  own  hand-writing  to  the  Letters  m 
question  His  Lordihip  proposed  that  Mr  Duff  should 
fust  be  called  in 

The  ChanciiLi  or  of  the  Exchequer  did  not  mean 
to  oppose  the  Noble  Lord's  gojng  into  the  case  be  had 
just  stated  He  begged  it  to  be  observed,  however, 
that  it  wis  not  an  inquiry  which  could  be  ;>aid  to  come 
fairly  unjer  the  crgmzance  of  the  Committee,  not  be- 
ing one  which  attached  to  '»im  as  Commander  in  Chie*v 
or  to  an)  other  person  over  whom1  in  that  situation  he 
could  be  said  to  I  aveanv  controul  Neither  was  it  any 
thing  connected  wit^  Mrs  Clarke,  and  which  might 
theieforc,  by  possibih'y,  be  brought  to  bear  on  his  Roy  - 
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a}  Htghness  He  was  convinced,  however,  that  it 
would  be  more  congenial  to  the  feelings  of  the  Duke 
of  Ydrk,  that  the  question  should  be  gone  into,  rather 
than  that  the  inquiry  should  be  stifled  For  that  rea- 
son he  had  no  objection  to  the  Noble  Lord's  proceeding 
to  call  l»s  witnesses 

Lord  FolksiTONe  could  not  see  that  the  Right  Ho- 
nourable Gentleman's  observation  as  to  Mrs  Clarke 
had  any  bearing  on  the  question  On  the  other  point 
he  perfectly  agreed  with  the  Right  Honourable  Gen- 
tleman, and  to  get  the  better  of  any  objection  on  fhat 
head,  had  yesterday  suggested  the  propriety  of  extend, 
ing  the  poweis  of  the  Committee  so  as  to  cover  the  case 
in  question 

Mi  Cretvey  stated,  as  there  might  be  some  doubt 
to  which  of  the  Baroness  Nolleken's  sons  the  evidence 
of  Mrs  Clarke  given  at  the  bar  yesterday  applied,  he 
had  been  requested  by  Mr  Le  Maitre,  her  son  by  the 
first  marriage,  to  state  that  he  had  no  intimacy  whatever 
with  Mrs.  Clarke  He  was  in  waiting,  if  the  House 
chose  to  examine  him  on  this  point  1  his  the  House 
did  not  think  necessary 

Mr.  ARCHIBALD  DUFF  was  called  in,  and 
Examined  by >The  Committee,  as  follows 

lord  Folkstone^-Q.  What  are  you  >—J  A  Solictor 

n  Do  you  know  any  thing  of  Robert  Kennett  ? 

A  I  am  a  Solicitor  to  the  Commission  ot  Bankruptcy 

against  him  .113 
Q  Al  what  time  did  that  bankruptcy  take  place  i 

A.  Sometime  in  tbejear  1803 

Q  In  consequence  yf  being  Solicitor  to  that  Commission 
cf  Bankruptcy,  have  certain  papers  relative  to  this  Inquiry 
come  into  youi  ptfs>&sion? 

A  In  consequence  of  the  Bankrupt's  papers  having  been, 
trued  bv  the  Mcssengei  under  the  Commission,  I  have 
tt  J  become 


(  n  ; 

become  possessed  of  certain  letters,  which  I  have  now  in  mJ 
pocket 

Q,  Pioduce -those  papers. — [The  Witness  pioduced  them] 
Q  When  did  those  papeis  edroe  into  your  possession  * 
A%  I  .cannot  ascertain  the  time,  sometime  I  think  about  the 
latter  end  of-lj805,  Or  .sometime  in  1S06 
(Qa  Have  they  been  in  your  possession  ever  since  ^ 
A   They  have 

Q  Are  those  all  the  papers  in  your  possession  relative  t<» 
this  business  ? 

^  A  Thty  are  all  the  papers  which  I  have  been  able  to-find 
among  the  BahkiuptN  papers,  in  which,  in  any  manner,  the 
name  of  His  Royal  Highness  the  Duke  of  Yoik  is  menti- 
oned 

Q  Did  you  at  any  time  state,  that  3  ou  believed  there  was 
a  paper  in  your  possession  which  you  could  not  leadily  put 
your  band  upoir? 

1  A  I  stated  last  night  to  Lord  Folkstone,  while  I  was  in 
attendance  at  this  House,  that  I  believed  there  was  a  paper, 
which  I  could  not  readily  put  my  hand  upon  ,  but  to-day 
I  communicated  to  Lord  Folkstone  that  I  had  every  rea- 

on  to  believe  that  that  paper  was  not  111  my  possession, 
and  that  tho  recollection  of  that  paper  must  have  arisen 
irom  one  of  the  Bankrupt's  letters,  which  is  now  in  the 
Cleik's  hand 

<2  Do  you  mean  by  not  being  in  your  possession,  that 
paper  did  not  exist,  thattheie  was  ne  such  paper  ? 
t     A  I  sUted  to  Loid  Folkestone  then,  as  I  now  do,  that  I 
believed  there  was  no  such  papei^ 

Q.  Are  you  acquainted  with  the  hand-writing  of  Kennet? 

A  Perfectly  well 

Q  Look  at  those  papers,  and  see  whether  any  of  them 
are  the  hand-wntn.g  of  the  bankiupt  Kennet ? 
t  A„  No.  2  is  his  hand  writing. 

<2  Look  at  No  12. ,  is  that  the  hand-writing  of  Kennet  f 

A.  No,  32.  contains  two  papers  ,  one  is  Kennel's  hand- 
writing and  the  other  is  not. 

Q.  What  are  those  papers  ? 

A,  They  appear  to  be  le^pecting  appointments  at  Suri- 
nam, which  have  resulted  fiom  the  surrender  of  that  Colony. 

Q.  Is 
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Q   Is  that  the  papei  wh  ich  is  Ken  net's  hand-writing? 

A*  Yes 

Q  Do  you  know  wliose  hand-writing,  the  other  is  ? 
4  I  do  not. 

Q  Is  N°14  in  the  hand-writing  of  Kennet  ?    -fit 'It  ir. 

Q  Is  ^17  in  the  hand-writing  ofKennet  ? 

,4  No  17.  contains  two  papeis  ,  one  is  rtot  in  the.  hand- 
writing of  Kennel,  the  other  is 

Q  What  is  the  paper  which  is  in  the  han-d- writing  o£ 
Kenuet  1 

A.  That  which  is  m  the  hand-writing  of  Kenuet  appeal*, 
to  be  an  application  from  him  to  Mr  Gieenwood,  fcr  Mr. 
Adam's  address  in  Scotland 

Q,  Do  you  know  whose  hand-writing  Ihe  other  papei  is  t 

A.  N° 

Q  Is  No  18  the  hand-wnting  of Kennet?  A  Yes,itiii 

Mr.  Vansittait  Q  You  have  staled,  that  there  was  a 
paper  which  you  have  not  in  youi  possession,  and  which 
you  belli  wd  not  to  e\ist ,  to  your  knowledge,  was  such  a 
paper,  ever  in  existence  ? 

A>  I  was  led  to  believe  that  such  a  paper  had  existed, 
fiomV  distant  h  collection  ofhaving  lead  the  papei  some- 
time ago  ,  b'lt  upon  refeinng  to  the  papeis  again  to-day, 
and  the  place  in  which  I  found  them,  namely,  the  Bank- 
mpi'edesk,  lam  natished  t'ut  no  such  papei  evei  wasin,Hiy 
possession,  and  that  the  only  en cumstance  whirh  could 
have  led  me  to  that  belie!  was  the  Bankrupt's  letter,  No. 
IS,  aW  so  I  stated  to  Loid  Tolkstone  to-day. 
»  <Q.  Is  the  Committee  to  understand  that  you  beheve  that 
papei  nevti  to  have  been  in  existence  5 
,  A  I  believe  it  nevei  did  exist 
'  Mi  Wilson     Q  What  business  nas  Kennet  ' 

A  Kennet  was  formerly  an  Upholsterer  in  Bond-street ; 
he  was,  pt  the  time  uht-n  the  Commission  issued  against  him, 
livingm  Lincoln's  Inn  Tields,  and  carried  on,  er  pretended 
to  cany  on,  business  of  tooth-ath  curer,  curing  tke  tooth*- 
ach  by  smelling  a  bottle.  1 

Q,  O'd  he  ever  obtain  his  Certincate'under  that  Cgmtnis- 
sion  ?    -A  Certainly  not. 

No.  Will     V   2.  H  Q.  Did 
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/  Q  Did  he  pass  his  last  examination  under  tbat  Coram  s- 
sion  ? 

A  He  did,  after  a  %ast  number  of  examinations,  and  nu« 

merous  delays 
'  Q  Do  you  know  what  is  become  of  Kennet  now  I 
A.  I  know  not ,  I  saw  him  abouf  a  month  ago, 
Lotd  Folkstofte     Q  Do  you  know  any  thing  particular 

that  has    occurred  to  Kennett  since  the  Commission  of 

bankruptcy  ? 

A  I  know  what  his  Lordship  alludes  to,  but  I  wish  the 
Question  was  more  particular,  and  not  so  general, 

Q  Did  he  ever  stand  in  the  Pillory  ? 

A  He  was  piosecuted  by  order  of  the  Lord  Chancellor, 
at  the  instance  of  H's  Majesty's  Attorney  General,  for  a 
conspiracy  to  defeat  that  commission,  and  cheat  his  credi- 
tors ,  under  that  prosecution  he  was  found  guilty,  and  was 
put  in  the  Pillorj 

Q  Had  he  been  a  Bankrupt  before  the  bankruptcy  to 
which  commission  jou  were  Sohcitoi  ? — A.  He  a  as. 

Q  State  the  dates  of  both  banki  upfcies 

A  I  cannot  with  precision 

Q  Can  you  state  the  date  of  the  second  bankruptcy'  \\  ltlj 
piecision  J 

A  To  the  best  of  my  recollection,  the  23d  of  April  1803 
Q  Can  you  state  m  what  year  the  first  bankruptcy 
took  place  ? 

A.  I  think  (but  I  cannot  charge  my  memory  with  pre- 
cision) in  the  month  of  January  1801. 

[The  Witness  was  directed  to  withdraw 

\l,Uut  Colonel  Taylor  was  next  called] 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  stated  that  an 
express  had  been  sent  for  him  to  Windsor,  but  he  had 
scarcely  yet  had  time  to  arrive  . 

Lord  Folkstone  said  he  only  wished  to  prove  the 
Colonel's  hand-writing,  which  he  presumed  even  tjie 
Right  Honourable  Gentleman  could  be  alt  no  loss  to  do 

Thf 
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The  Chancellor  or  Tut  Excheqljcr  paid,  he 
never  saw  Col  Taylor  write,  and  therefore  should  not 
"wish  to  swear  to  his  Writing 

EDWARD  TAYLOR,  Esq  a  Member,  brother 
to  Colonel  Taylor  attending  in  his  place,  was  Ex- 
amined by  The  Committee  as  follows: 

Lord  Polkstone.    Will  jou  look  at  No    3.  and  state 
whether  that  is  Colonel  id) tor's,  writing  f 
A.  Yes,  it  is. 

Q  Is  No  6  Colonel  Tayloi'shand-wiiUing  f 
i  Yes,  it  is 
'    Q   No  8  '—Yes,  it  h 
Q   No  9  >  —  A  Yeb>  it  u. 
#  No.  10  r  —  A  Ye»,  it  is. 
<2  No   1J  ' — ./f  This  is  not  Ins  hand  writing* 
<2.  Does  it  pui port  to  be  i 

A  It  is  written  in  his  name,  but  it  Is  not  bis  hattd^ 
"friitine, 
H.  No.  §o.  ? 

^.  The  nuts  is  j  tngra  is  m\  ntnUw*  with  it,  wineh  is 
pot. 

Mr  ARCHIBALD  DUFF  was  again  called  ,n, 
and  Examined  by  The  Committee  as  follows, 

Q  Whose  hand-writing  is  No.  13 1 
A  I  do  not  know 

Q   It  is  not  the  the  hand-writing  of  Kennett ? 
A  It  is  not. 

[Tbe witness  was  directed  towithdjaw. 

[Lord  Folkstone    I  believe  I  must  trouble  the  Ha- 
nourable  and  learned  Gentleman,  Mr.  Adam  ] 

WILLIAM  ADAM,  Esq.  attending  in  his  place,  was 
Examined  as  follows: 
H2 


(    76  ) 

<2  Look  at  No  4.  is  that  joui  hand-  vr,tui»  *~-A  Ytb 
41  Ho  5,  ? 

A.  li'is  not  my  hand-witing,  bat  it  wd*  wiitten  at  ray 
dictation.  ' 
Q  No  19  » 

ji.  This  is  my  hand  writing 

The  Right  Hon.  CHARLES  LONG,  attending  m 
his  place,  was  Examined  as  follows  . 

Lor/l  Folkstone     Have  you  ever  seen  Mr  Adani«,  once 
pnvate  Secretary  to  Mr  Pitt  write' — A  I  have. 
Q  Can  you  speak  to  Mr  Adams's  hand-wiiting  ? 
A  I  can 

Q  Look  at  No  11. 

A  That  is  i  othis  hand  writing,  it  purports  to  be  a  copy. 
Q,  Is  No   lo  youi  hand-writing  ? 
A  No   15   ib  my  hand  wilting.  No.  16.  I  cannot 
speak  to. 

WILLIAM  HUSKISSON.Esq  attending  in  hie  place, 

was  Examined  by  The  Cemmitti e,  a§  fellews  i 

LotdF'ilhitnne  —Q  Will  jtui  look  pt  N(o,  21  f 
^,  I  hivcfuqtientiy  seen  M'  Chapman  v>j.te,  and,  t» 
the  btst  of  ni}  belief,  this  is  his  band-uuting. 

£The  folloivu.g  Papers  were  then  rejdl 
No  2 

*'  The  pi  mtipal  sum  of  seventy  fhou=md  pounds  to  be  nl. 
"  vanced  to  His  Royal  High  theD  of  Yoik,  by  nay  of  Annuity 
"  (at  Ten  pei  cent )  eithei  in  One  oi  Two  parts,  as  shall  be 
"  approved  by  H  ,  R  H  in  the  following  mannei,  \17 

"  fhe  said  sum  or  sums  to  be  charged  on  the  Qatlands;and 
"  all  the  adjoining  Fstates,  Manors  &c 

"  The  Purchaser  to  nominate  any  1«o  lues  (in  order  to  sa\e 
"  Insuiance  )  H  E  H  to  be  at  liberty  to  pay  off  the  principal 
"  sura  or  sums  any  time  after  three  years  (in  the  usual  way) 

"  either 
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"  either  by  giving  six  months  notice  or  payjng  six  months  ir» 
"  advance 

"  The  Annuity  to  be  payable  qnai  terly,  either  by  an  assi?n- 
*'  ment  of  the  Exchequer  Order,  or  an  undertaking  frgm  the 
"  liustees  ot  the  said  Older  to  pay  the  same  " 

No.  6 

"  Lieut  Colonel  Tayloi  presents  his  comphmpgts  to  Mrt 
"  Robert  Kennett,  and  begs  to  acquaint  him,  that  His  Royal 
"  Highness  the  Duke  of  Yoik  has  not  any  objection  to  writing 
"  to  Mi  Pitt  respecting  the  application  which  Sir  Horace  Mann 
"  has  made  in  his  fa\our  " 

"  Oallamh,  Sunday,  22d  July  1804." 

No.  3. 

"  Lieut  Colonel  Taylor  presents  his  compliments  to  3^r  Ken= 
"  nttt,  and  is  duected  by  His  Royal  Highness  the  Duke  pf 
"  Yoik  to  lequesthe  will  call  upon  Mi  Adam,  m  Lincoln's- Inn 
"  Fields,  upon  Wednesday  morning  next." 

"  Oatlands,  July  29th,  1804  »-> 
Addiased, 

"  Rolet  I  Kennett,  Esq  13,  Mom  e-place,  Lambetk  " 
No.  5 

«'  Mr  Adam's  conipliments  to  Mr  Kennett,  and  means  to 
"  see  linn  on  1  uesday  evening,  before  which  he  capnot  be  in 
"  town  " 

"  Lincoln's  Inn,  Thursday  " 

"  Jdd/essedJMr  Kennett  " 
No  4. 

"  Mi  Adam  is  sorry  that  his  Business-  elsewhere-  detained 
w  himyesterdij  He  will  be  glad  to  see  Mr  Kennet  here  to* 
"  day  at  eleven  o'clock  " 

"  Lincoln's  Inn,  Thuisday  Morning,  2d  August  " 
addrused 

"  Mr   Robert  Kennett,  13  Mem  e-place,  Lambeth," 

HENRY  SWANN,  Esq  a  Member  of  the  House, 
attending  in  his  place,  was  Examined  as  follows  t 
Q.  Have  you  ever  seen  Sir  Horace  Minn  write  > 

'  J.  I  have  seen  Sir  Horace  Mann  write  very  often 
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Q  Will  you  look  at  No  7  and  state  whether  it  is  Sir 
Horace  Mann's  writing  5 

A-  I  will  certainly  admit  that  it  \et$  much  resembles 
the  h&nd-writing  of  the  Ilonotbable  Baronet,  bat  though 
if  does  so  resemble  it,  it  is  not  the  tisaal  mode  of  that  Hon- 
ourable Baionet's  signing  his  name,  fur  it  13  signed  '  IJ 
Mann,4''  and  I  very  frequent!)  conespohd  with  him  ,  he 
signs  "  Hor  Mann  " 

Q.  Do  you  believe  that  to  be  hand-writing  of  Sn  Hoi  ace 
Mann  ? 

A  It  has  something  of  the  character  of  the  hand-writing 
of  St  Horace  Mann, 

Q.  Do  you  ornut  believe  that  to  be  Sir  Horace  Mann's 
hand-writing  ? 

A.  I  certainly  believe  It  is 

Q  Will  you  look  at  No  16,  is  that  Sir  Hoi  ace  Mann's 
hand  wntTng  ? 

jl.  I  do  not  thirk  it  is,  I  believe  it  is  not 

No.  7 

" — 1  shall  lejoice  sincerely  at  your  success,  if  it  can  be  an 
w  obiect  with  you  to  obtain  a  sttuation  in  such  a  climate  The 
"  channel  you  mention  may  be  more  efficacious  than  the  exer- 
*'  tion  of  my  interest,  ishich  1  will  strenuously  renew  if  it  is  ne- 
*'  cessarj ,  when  I  see  a  prospect  of  inccess 

"  Yours  faithfully, 

"  H  Mann  " 

"  Margate,  July,  22ti  " 

Addtessed, 
"  Abut  henveii,  Fcjr 
"  All  13,  Mo<»e-]>lace,  Jamltlh  " 

-     No  8 

'<  Sir,  "  Oatlandt,  July,  iO/h  1804  " 

"  I  beg  leave  to  acknowledge  the  receipt  of  \  oui  lettfi  of  jes- 
"  terdaj:  tthich  1  lust  no  time  in  laving  beroie  the  Duke  of  Yoik, 
"  1  am  in  consequence  diree'ed  to  teqiif  at  %ou  will  ha\e  the 
**  coodness  to  (all  upon  Mr  Gieenuoud  in  Ciaig's-comt,  on 
Wednesday  next,  a  twelve  o'clock,  H  E  F  havingdesned 
*'  hiiii  to  comoranu  ate  with  you  on  the  subject  of  youi  letter 

«'  I  have  the  honoiu  to  be,  Sir,  Youi  most  obedient  Humble 
"  <sei>arit 

"  ff  Taylor' 

No.  9. 
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No  9 

"  Lieul  Colonel  Tijior  presents  his  compliment1!  to  Mr1 
"  Konnett,  and  be?s  to  ae^na  ut  him,  that,  Inviti*  caileii  Uus 
"  morning  upon  Mi  Pitt's  pm ate  Secretaiv  foi  thf  answer  to 
"  H  H  H 's  arjpheation  m  his  fvvor,  he  has  been  promised 
"  that  it  will  be  sent  ivi  the  course  of  the  chi ,  if,poss  b^e,  an4 

81  he  wil!  foi  nartl  it,  as  soon  as  received,  to  Mi   Kennett  "  ' 

i 

"  Horw  Gdauls,  Tfundliij  Moinn g  " 
Add)  used, 
Robert  Kennett, 

No  10 

"  Lieut  Colonel  Taj  lor  presents  his  compliments  to  MYi 
'  Kennett,  and  is  dn^cted  by  the  t)nke  oi  Yoik  to  tiansOitt  to 
"  him  a  cupv  of  i  letter  fiom  Mr  P.tt's  pnvi'e  Seeie  aiv,  m 
"  reply,  t->  the  ipplicuion  which  H  R  B  mude  .n  Mi  Ken-? 
"  m  tt  j  tavor  foi  tht  Co'l  ctoistup  of  the  Customs  at  i>urin"iTi  , 
'*  w'ueh  ansi.ei  11  11  il  rtgiets  is  ns»  em  formable  tj  his 
"  wishes  Colon  1  Taylor  would  Imesi  nt  it  eaihei,  had  he  lot 
"  b-en  abuitfom  London  when  it  v.  is  stit  to  the  Hoise 
'  Gund»  " 

"  Aigusl  1th  180-t  " 

No.  11 

••  Donntng-stieet,  Fudav,  3d  August  1804  " 
"  My  dear  Sir, 

"  I  have  'iot  fade  1  to  stite  to  Mi  Pitt  the  wishes  of  His  Roj'al 
"  H'ghre^s  the  Duke  of  Yofit,  comm  m'cated  tl  ruigh  you, 
"  ttiathe  would  nominate  Mr  Kt  nn°tt  t3  the  oSic  o*  Collect  oi 
"  of  His  Majesty's  Customs  at  jhu ma anft  lam'duee^ed  (o 
11  leqtiest  th  it  )oa  wiiJsubnnt  to  His  Royal  H  e,hneas,  that,  de- 
"  sirous  as  Mi  PiU  must  at  all  tunes  be  to  attend  to  iLs  Rojal 
,(  Ui^hness'seoiri  na  ids,  he  is  leaifa' that,  fi  l.n  pnoi  enga^e- 
"  meiits,  be  is  so  cue  irast  meed  is  not  to  have  it  m  hispowev  to 
"  do  so  on  the  present  oteasion 

"  lam,  &e 

Aldie.sed,  "  W.  D.  Adam$  » 

"  ll  Colonel  Jayloi  " 

No  12, 

Surinam 

"  The  following  Appointments  have  resulted  fiom  the  Surren- 
der of  this  Colony,  viz 
"  Sn  C  Green,  to  be  Governoi  and  Commander  m  Chief. 
"  Captain  Diummond,  2d  Bat  60th  Regiment  Bngade  Major 

"  Captain 
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"  Cap'Ju  Campbell,  66th  Rfgirmnt  Com  of  I  ort  Zelandna 

"  Captain  Mixwell,  P  N  Harbour  Mastei 

"  G  Chalmers,  Ksq  Collector  of  the  Customs. 

Laur  Donovan,  lsq  Gomptsollevof  ditto 
"J  Bent,  rsq  Aimj  Agent  and  Cont  for  Pi  isoncrs. 

"   Pungle,  Lsq   Colonial  Secietary 

"  R  Uoss,  fcsq  Pnvite  Seuetaiy 

*'  D.  Monro,  t  q  Piesident  Commissaiy 

"  R  A  Hynduiau,  Esq  Resident  Pavma  ter 

"  Lieut  Rowan,  64th  Regiment  Aid-de-Camp. 

"  Lieut  Imthum,  2ci  B  ittaiion  60th  Regiment  Military  <ecre- 

"  taiy,  Vendue  Mistei  at  a  per  Centago,  on  the  same  footing 

'  ai.  at  Demeiaia  " 

The  Right  Honourable  CHARLES  LONG  attending 
in  his  place,  was  Examined  as  follows 

Q  Do  you  recollect  ever  writing  a  Letter  of  which 
No  lj  pu i ports  to  be  a  copy  ? 

A  I  h.ive  no  recollection  ot  it ,  it  is  verj  hkelj  I  might 
hive  written  such  a  lettei  ,  it  doe*  not  appiar  to  be  a  very 
accurate  copy,  it  is  dated  "  Biomley  1'aik  ,"  I  never 
dated  Biomley  Paik,  but  Biomley  Hill 
£l'he  following  papei.^  was  lead  .  No    15  Letter  fiom  Mr 

Long  J 

No.  ]5. 

"  Biomley  Hilt,  jKtnl,Augutt  ZOth 

«  Sir, 

"  1  am  sure  Mr  Pitt  would  have  been  lery  happy  to  have  at- 
"  tended  tu your  i equf  st  i e«pf  cting  Mi  Kennett,  but  I  Know 
"  upon  the  application  of  th<  Duke  of  Yoik,be  was  informed  that 
"  fie  office  of  Collet t<  i  hid  been  appou  ted  to  — As  to  the  other 
"  ufhoe,  having  received  a  lutei  written  by  thedesne  of  H  R 
"  H  theBuke,  I  made  enqun  v  lespecting  it,  md  I  do  not  find 

that  theieis  any  su<  h  office  as  Assistant  Commissaiy  ind  Agent 
'*  for  Pnsoners,  (oi  Commissarv  Gen  as  it  \ias  called  in  the 
**  Duke's  letter)  to  be  appointed  from  hence  ,  the  Commisbaiy 
*'  Gen  in  the  West  Indies.,  Mi  GLssfoul,  lecommends  such  De- 
"  pntiesashe  finds  necessary  foi  conducting  the  business  of  his 
"  Department,  and  they  are  usually  appointed  by  the  Tieasury 
"  inconsequence  Hie  office  of  Agent  foi  pnsoneis  I  concene 
"  to  be  under  the  dn  ection  and  appointment  of  the  Tiansport 
"  Board 

"  Believe  me  Sir,  irost  faithfully  yours, 

"  C  Long.'1 
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(J  {fa  Mn-Lottg)  Cat)  you  state  to  who  n  tht  letter  just 
*t  <k!  w  as  u  rtltt  n  '  , 

A  Itajip^ui  to  La  in  ansucr  to  that  Sir  Horace 
xM-um'  j  but  I  cannot  state  uliaSiu  H  was  so  or  not 

No  1? 

"  K  Eennptt  Mill  lie  obliged  *o  Mr    Ofeenwotxl  fo  Mr 
'  Adam  sAddresi  m  nu'iai  d,  and  if  he  ecai  inform  him  atoat 
"  what  tim„  lie  mil  ictniii 
'  ixtMtday  Moituig  " 

Add)  ess, 

"  Wm  Alain,  L^q  Blair  idam,  K  Butam 
No.  19. 

*'  Blau  Adam,  HI  Oct  1804,  Seot'and." 

"  Sin, 

"  I  wrote  to  Mr  Greenwood,  who  woild  probably  signify 
"  fhatl  had  leceived  jouis,  and  would  go  forward  with  the 
"  business  as  soon  as  I  returned  to  town  j  I  no?  (in  case  your 
*'  not  being  at  a  ceitamtj)  write  to  youiself,  to  say,  that  i 
"  shall  desire  to  see  you  as  soojj  as  I  letuin  to  town,  which 
*!  will  be  the  middle  01  soon  aftei  the  m  ddle  of  this  montht 
*s  I  anij  Sirt  Vottr  obedient  humble  servant, 

»'  h  mm  Ad*^- 

Addtesiet}, 
«  AJl,  I.rjJni-t 

"  , c  Mouie  rUf,  I  a.»b»tlt '* 

No  20 

"  f  i"  i^ncnt  Co'ancl  Taylor  encloses,  for  Mr,  Ken  ctt'spe-. 
ijlsil,  i  loltci  fiom  Jfr  Chapmm,  and  is  1  eiy  ^orry  to  fm(| 
">fiom  it  that  the  situation  of  Vendue  Master  is  disposed  of 
"  Mr  Chapman  hac  been  out  of  to*n,  which  a< counts  forthe 
<'  aclay,  in  legaid  to  the  icce  pt  of  the  mfoiniation  now  given 
'  ,"  Should  Mr  K  wish  to  see  Colonel  T  he  wiUbehe'eto-moi-. 
*'  iow  between  three  and  fh  eo  clock  " 
f  Horse  Guards,  1?4  Nov  1804  •» 

No  21 

11  (Piivite)"    Dounmg-stieet,  Wtfuv  1804." 
"  Dfar  Taylor, 
"  Lord  Camden  desires  me  to  request  you  will  e\pre=s  to  the 

"  Duke 


"  DtiU  of  'V  01  k  Ins  grta*  1  egret,  tint  the  office  6{  \  prcto»e  %!l a«- 
"  t(<r  iA  Surinam  was  disj  o*-td  of  betun  >ou  ceil  mumt.aU  <d 
"  Ili„  Itojal  Higuucss's  uibh  in  fivuui  of  Ml  Ktmiett 

"  Lehc^e  me,  nry  suxcrciy  yours,, 
"  Jttmeb  ik'ipinan  ti 
"  I  -iionkt  hat  e  gn  tn  j  oh  an  earl  cr  aiii'vi  cr,  but  ha'  e  bet* 
"  out  ot  town  " 

.Addre&sed, 
"  X-iuvtcnantCoionet  Ia-vlor," 
m  an  envelope,  to  "  Mi  Iiemiett,  &c  Sic. 

Lieutenant  Colonel  TAYLOR  was  called  in,  and 
Examined  by  The  Committee,  as  follows : 

Lord Tolkstone    Q  Look  at  that  letter  (No  8)  Is  that 

your  hand.wnting  f     A  Yes,  It  is 

Q  Peruse  the  iettei,  and  state  to  whom  it  was  addressed 
A,  ]  believe  to  Mr.  Ktnnet,  from  what  I  hive  beard  of 

this  business*  there  is  no  addie^s. 

t  Q  Peruse  No  13,  and  state  to  the  Committee,  whetliu 
you  ever  wrote  the  letter  of  which  that  purpoits  to  be  a 
copy  P    A.  I  believe  1  did. 

Q,  Peratg  Nss  1 8.  and  slate  whether  ym  ever  reeeivrf 
the  fttter  of  whiA  that  purparts  te  he  ft  eep)  ? 

A,  I  think  I  did, 

Q,  Il«\e  jou  the  letter  tvlnch  you  received,  of  whieh  >ou, 
believe  that  to  be  a  copy  ?     j4  I  have  not. 

Q  Do  jou  |<now  what  is  becotre  of  it  ? 
I  believe  I  destiojed  it 

Q  It  appears  as  if  this  was  a  draft  of  two  distinct  letters  , 
do  you  mean  that  any  letter  you  have  received  contained 
both  those  lctteis,  or  only  one  of  them 

■d,  I  can  only  speak  from  memoiy  ,  I  think  the  transac- 
tion viesln  180-i  ,  it  is  impossible  for  me  to  charge  my  me- 
moiy accurately  lespecting  it ,  I  ha\e  kept  no  papeis  upon 
tne  subjtct 

Q  Which  of  the  two  letteis  do  you  think  jou  received  a. 
copy  of  ? 

A,  Th^ie  is  one  of  the  letters  I  can  read  with  difficulty  ; 

U 
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it  ik  erau>d,  and  there  are  pencil-marks  in  it ;  I  bulicrc  jht  ns 
to  be  two  distinct  letteis 
Q  Did  you  receive  both  ? 

A  I  believe  1  did,  I  can  only  speak  from  memory. 
Q  You  destroyed  both  that  you  received  ^ 
A.  I  am  confident  I  destiojcd  ail  I  received 
Q  One  of  these  appeals  to  have  pait  wntten  in  pencil 
and  pan  in  ink  ,  canyouchaigt  >our  memory  wbethei  ih  it 
winch  you  leceived  had  that  written  in  pencil  or  that  wnt- 
ten in  ink  » 
A  I  cannotcbaige  my  memory 

£The  following  papers  weie  then  read  j 
No  13. 

"  Colonel  Taylor  presents  hi?  compliments  to  Ml  Ken- 
"  nett,  "ml  is  evtremelv  sorry  thathe  could  not  wait,  as  the 
"  Duke's  cairiage  was.  waiting  for  limi  He  is  directed  by 
"H  H  H  to  saj, that  hew  id  apply  for  the  situation  of  Assistant 
"  Commissary  General,  &c  &c  at  Sminam,  but  that  he  will 
"  be  able  to  do  it  with  moie  effort  if  Sir  H  Mann  will  wnte  ta 
"  H  R  H  recommending  Mi  Keiineft  '* 

"  Horse  Guardi,  August  15th  " 

"  Hobeit  Kennelt,  Esq  cfc. 

No  18 

"  Moore  Place,  Lambeth,  Sep  16,  1804  " 

«  Sir, 

I  ra  led 

"  1  didmyseif  the  pleasure  of  calling  on  Mr  Greenwood  yes- 
"  terdav,  respecting  IbeLoan  to  His  Roval  Highness,  aud  ofrny 
"  intention  to  write  to  Mr  Adam  which  I  did  by  last  night'? 
"  post,  wherein  IiequestedMr  A  to  sny,  if  I  could  forward  the 
"  business  in  my  way  previous  to  his  return  to  town 

"  }.  beg  leave,  Sn,also  to  observe,  I  was  with  the  Gentleman 

and  1  still  Matter  myself  with  tbe  possibility 

jesteidiy  in  the  City,  lespecting  the  business  of  Sunnam,  and 

of  getting  the  Appointment  of  C  * 
"  who  still  hoping  if  possible,  to  be  yet  favoured  with  the  ap- 
*'  pomtment  of  the  Collectorship,  (in  piefercnce  to  any  othei), 
"  and  m  the  event  will  he  advance  to  any  amount  the  situation 

tlutH  H  H  wishes 

*  The  words  in  ftafrcwere  written  in  Tencd. 

'  in 
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.    "  in  particlilai  (of  Army  Agent,  &e  )  being  of  trivial  emoln- 
"  Hieut,  adequate  to  the  risque  of  t<he  climate." 

"  SlR'  <  J, 

*'  With  afl  due  (Jefprenee  and  respect  io  His  R.  H,  tlie  Duke 

"  ofY  for  Hi'  application  m  «nv  brhalfof  the  appotrrtmenf  of 

"  Army  A?ent,  &e   at  Suunain,  but  as  the  emoluments  of  it 

"  aiebuttmi.il,  adequate  to  the  ri<  que  of  the  cliinats  (and  the 

"  short  tune  it  inav  be  m  oui  possession)  I  beg  leave  to  decline 

"  accepting  it 

Permit  me.  Sir,  Co  observe 

"As  there  is  yet  a  probability  of  succeeding  to  the  appointment 

without  presuming  the 

"  of  *a  Cdllectoiship  of  the  Customs,*  1  hope  1  may  have  prefer- 
"  ence,  but  as"  I  belie\e  tbeie  is  no  warrant rnide  out  for  it— 

S  I  in  that  cslt 

"  but  m  the  e\tnt  that  it  is  inevitably  disposed  of,  jfllow  me  to 

H  R  H  s  parro«»3c  tor  A 

"  solicit  the  situation  of  Vendue  Master,  at  a  per  eentage,  on  tl.e 
"  jme  footing  as  at  Demnara  ' 

Addicted, 
"  Lieut  Colonel  Taylor,  #c   Oailands  " 

Q  Stg.te  to  the  Committee  what  yiu  know  of  the  trans, 
action  respecting  which,  m  your  fi'st  lettei,  No.  you 
desued  Mr.  Kennett  to  call  upon  Mi  Gieenwood. 

A  As  far  as  I  can  iecollect,  Mi  Kenuelt  wiote  to  me 
at  Oatlands  a  short  note,  stating,  that  he  had  something  to, 
pioposeto  me  foi  the  advantage  of  His  Royal  Highness  the 
Duke  of  Y^rk,  and  desiring  that  I  would  see  him  ;  I  am, 
not  quite  certain  whethei  I  appointed  linn  theie  or  in  Lon- 
don, but  I  thiiik  at  Oatlands.  Mi  Kennett  mentioned  to 
nae  I  think  then,  oi  m  a  note  (I  cannot  charge  my  roemoiy 
exactly,  having  kept  no  notes,)  but  I  think  he  verbally  men- 
tioned to  me,  that  he  could  piocure  for  [lis  Royal  Highness 
thfe  loan  of  thirty  or  forty  thousrind_  pounds  ,  a,nd  as  fai  as 
I  recollect  that  was  all  that  passed  then,  evept  that 
I  saif-rl  should  submit  it  to  His  Roy.il  Highness  the  puke  of 
York,  and  let  him  hear  furthei  flora  me  upon  the  subject. 

Q  Do  you  recollect  the  date  of  this  confeier.ee  wit))  Ms. 
Kennett  ?— A.  I  do  not. 

Q,  State  it  nearly  as  y  ou  tan  ? 

A.  1  really  do  not  recollect. 
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9*  Do  y(>a  recollect  the  year? 

A.  I  do  not  recollect  the'year,  I  was  told  of  it  coming 
here. 

<?•  Do  you  mean  to  state  that  this -was  the  first  step  in 
this  transaction?: — A-  Yea,  it  was. 

Q.  That  Mr.  Kennett  volunteered  his  services  t 
A.  He  did. 

Q.  Did  you  inform  the  Duke  of  York  of  this  applica- 
tion of  Mr.  Kennett's? — A.  I  didi 
Q.  What  was  the  result? 

A.  I.  was  desired  to  refer  Mr.  Kennett  to  Mr.  Adata. 

Q.  Do  you  know  any  thing  more  which  took  place  re- 
specting that  transaction  ? 

A.  At  that  time,  or  subsequently,  Mr.  K«mett  men- 
tioned to  me,  that  he  was  very  much  supported  by  Sir 
Horace  Mann,  with  whom  he  had  been  long  acquainted; 
and  be  told  me,  that  Sir  Horace  Mann  had  desired  him 
to,  say  he  should  feel  very  much  obliged  to  me,  if  I  could 
use  "my  influence  with  the  Duke  of  York  to  assist  him 
in  obtaining  a  situation.  1  am  not  certain  whether  that 
was  in  his  lirst  verbal  communication  or  in  his  second. 

Q.  Was  the  second  communication  long  after  the  firs*? 

/I.  No,  very  shortly. 

Q.  Between  the  first  and  the  second,  do  you  know 
whether  Mr.  Kennett  had  seen  Mr.  Adam  ? 

A.  1  believe  not,  , 
'  Q.  What  passed  at  that  second  meeting  ? 

A.  i  really  cannot  state  exactly  what  passed;  I  cannot 
charge  my  memory  with  the  particulars. 

Q.  Did  you  state  to  the  Duke  of  York  when  the  offer 
of  the  loan  was  made  by  Mr.  Kennett,  that  Sir  Horace 
Mann  would  be  much  obliged  to  the  Duke  if  he  cenld 
procure  for  Mr.  Ksunett  a  place?  -  >■''■ 

A.  Mr.  Kennett's  communication  respecting  Sir  Ho- 
race Mann  ,was  subsequent  to  the  ofT'er  of  the  'loan;  the 
offer  of  the  loan  had  been  communicated  to  His  Royal 
Highnesfe  previous  to  the  communication  respecting  Sir 
Horace  Mann. 

Q.  Are  you  certain  that  the  communication  respecting 
Sir  Horace  Mann  was  at  the  second  meeting  ? 

A.  I  am  almost  certain,  as  far  as  I  can  be  from  recol- 
lection. 

No.  XVIII.  V.  2.  I  Q.  Are 
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Q.  Are  voa  ceitain  that  it  was  after  the  fust  conversa- 
tion with  Mi.  Taylor? 

A.,  I  have  stated  that  it  was  subsequent  to  the  fiist. 

Q.  Do  jou  mean  to  state  that  jou  aie  not  ceitain 
whethei  it  was  at  the  second  01  some  subsequent  meet- 
ing ? — A.  Yes,  it  certainly  was  not  at  the  hist. 
.  Q.  Did  you  ever  state  that  communication  lespectmg 
Sir  Horace  Manu's  wishes  to  the  Duke  of  Yoilv  > 

A.  I  did. 

Q.  How  soon  aftei  Mi.  Kennett  had  infoimed  50U  of 
that  wish  of  Sir  Horace  Mann's  did  you  mention  it  to 
the  Duke  of  York  ? — A-  I  think  almost  immediately. 

Q.  You  do  not  know  what  inteival  theie  was  between 
the  offer  of  the  loan  and  that  communication  respecting 
Sir  Horace  Mann's  wishes  ? — A.  I  leally  cannot  say. 

Q.  Was  the  negociation  of  the  loan  ever  concluded  * 

A.  I  believe  not ,  but  I  do  not  know ;  for  His  Royal 
Highness  has  not  been  m  the  habit  of  employing  me  in 
his  money  tiansactions. 

Q.  Do  you  know  any  thing  moie  of  that  negociation 
shout  the  loan  ? 

A.  Mr.  Kennett  called  upon  me  several  times,  and 
wrote  to  ine  occasionally;  but  it  is  veiy  difficult  lor  me 
to  recollect  what  passed  upon  the  subject,  from  the  time 
that  has  elapsed,  but  as  fdi  as  I  lecollect,  Mi.  Kennett 
mentioned  to  me  1  epeatettty,  that  he  had  seen  Mr.  Adam 
he  complained  of  Mi. /Adam's  delay;  and  at  one  time 
he  said,  he  really  began  to  think  that  His  Royal  High- 
ness and  Mr.  Adam  weie  indifferent  about  the  loan,  fiom 
bavmg  been  put  off  so  often  as  he  had  been. 

Q.  State  to  the  Committee  what  you  know  with  re- 
spect to  the  steps  taken  to  procuie  Mr.  Kennett  a  place, 
and  the  Gpijespondence  with  Mr.  Adam  and  otheis  upon 
that  tiansaction. 

A.  In  consequence  of  Mr.  Kennett's  communication 
to  me,  particularly  that  in  which  he  mentioned  that  Sir 
Horace  Mann  was  veiy  much  interested  in  his  favour,  I 
stated  to  His  Royal  Highness  the  Duke  of  York,  Mr. 
Kennett's  wish  to  obtain  an  office,  those  offices  were 
specified  by  him ;  I  do  not  lecollect  what  they  wete,  and 
His  Royal  Highness  authorized  me  to, write  to  Mi.  Long 
upon  the  subject;  I  do  not  recollect  writing  any  othei 

letter , 
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jettei ;  I  probably  have,  but  I  cannot  charge  my  memoiy, 
having  had  no  refeiencelo  papers. 

Q.  Were  the  two  letters  of  which  vou  have  read  the 
copy  (No.  18)  shewn  to  the  Dnke  of" York  3 

A.  I  cannot  recollect,  but  I  believe  not. 

Q.  Was  the  substance  stated  to  the  Divke  of  Yoik* 

A.  I  daie  say  it  was. 

Q.  Have  you  any  doubt  that  it  was  > 

A.  I  have  no  doubt  that  1  did  state  it  to  the  Duke, 
not  that  I  can  posit. yely  say  that  I  did  ,  but  I  probublv 
did. 

Q  Was  it  in  the  legulai  course  that  you  should  state 
it  to  the  Duke  ? 

A.  I  certainly  shonld'have  stated  it  to  the  Dnke  if  1 
received  such  letteis,  believing  the  communication  to  be 
intended  for  him. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  Mi.  K timet  ever  obtained 
any  appointment 5 —-J.  I  understood  not. 

Q.  What  was  the  situation  about  the  Duke  of  York 
which  yon  filled  at  that  time  > 

A.  I  was  private  secretary  to  His  Royal  Highness. 

[The  witness  was  dnected  to  withdraw. 

CHARLES  GREENWOOD,  Eyj.  was  called  in; 
and  Examined  by  the  Committee,  as  follows  ; 

Lord  Folfestone.  Q.  Do  you  recollect  Mr.  Kennett 
comma;  to  you  ? — A.  I  do. 

Q.  State  to  the  Committee  all  you  know  respecting 
that  transaction  5 

A.  I  know  very  little  about  the  transaction,  fur- 
thei  than  Mr.  Kennett's  calling  upon  me;  1  undeistood 
by  the  Duke  of  Yolk's  commands,  communicated  by 
Colonel  Tayloi ;  I  heaid  what  he  had  to  say,  but  I  con- 
sideied  it  a  wild  ptoposal,  and  did  not  much  attend  to  it. 

Q.  When  was  this  ' 

A.  I  really  cannot  recollect  the  time. 

Q.  What  was  the  proposal  which  you  state  to  ha\e 
been  a  wild  pioposal  > 

A.  A  veiy  laige  loan,  and  without  any  thing 
requited  but  personal  secuuty  ;  that  was  the  propeisal, 
to  the  best  of  my  lecollection  ;  I  may  be  mistaken. 

1  2  Q.  To 
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Q.  To  what  extent  v\  as  the  loan  ? 

A.  To  the  best  of  ray  recollection  thirty  thousand 
pounds;  I  am  not  at  all  clear  upon  it,  but  I  think  it 
was  so. 

Q.  Did  Mr.  Kennett  state  to  jou,  that  he  wished  for 
any  thing  else  in  consequence  of  the  advance  of  this 
s>um  of  money,  besides  peisonal  security  ? 

A.  I  understood  hi»  object  was  to  obtain  some  ap- 
pointment lor  a  friend. 

Q.  What  sort  of  appointment ? 

At  I  do  not  recollect. 

Q  Do  )ou  know  who  that  fuend  was  ? 
,  A.  I  do  not. 

•  Q,  Do  jou  mean  an  appointment  tinder  government? 

A.  I  concluded  so,  upon  recollection,  I  doubt  whe- 
ther it  was  not  some  appointment  in  the  Weft  Indies 
that  was  his  aim. 

Q.  Did  jou  state  this  conveisation  to  the  Duke  of 
Yoik  > 

A   I  stated  the  substance  of  it. 

Q.  What  was  the  Duke's  observation  ? 

A.  I  do  not  think  that  his  Rojal  Highness  gave 
much  attention  to  it,  but  said  it  might  be  enquired  into, 
or  something  to  that  effect. 

Q.  Do  you  kno.v  whether  it  was  enquired  into? 

A,  L  lather  think  that  Colonel  Tajloi  or  Mr.  Adam, 
I  atn  not  clear  which,  had  diiections  to  enqune  about  it. 

Q.  Do  joa  know,  ot  jour  own  knowledge,  any  thing 
mote  about  it  ' 

A.  I  ieally  do  not. 

Q  Did  you  ever  see  Mr.  Kennett  upon  the  subject 
sfterwaids  * 

A  He  called  upon  me  two  01  thiee  times. 

Q.  What  passed  upon  those  occasions  ? 

A.  Repeating  his  offeis,  and  I  pajmg  very  little  atten* 
iiou  to  them. 

'  Q,  Did  he  at  each  time  repeat  his  application  for  a 
Situation  under  government  ? 

jh.  I  do  not  recollect  that  he  did. 
v  Q,  Aie^ybu  certain  about  it  ? 

A.  He  might  have  possibly  stated  his  wish  for  an  ap- 
pointment under  government  inoie  than  once;  I  cannot 

be 
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be  ceitam  of  it ;  but  in  general,  the  conversations  were 
very  shoit  with  me. 

Q.  Did  you  communicate  those  conversations  to  the 
Duke  of  Yoik  > 

A.  I  do  not  think  that  I  did,  all  of  them. 

Q.  Did  you  communicate  some  of  them  to  the  Duke 
of  Yo.k? 

A.  I  remember  telling  the  Duke  of  York,  that  I  did 
not  think  it  was  a  proposal  that  could  be  of  any  effect.' 

Q.  Did  you  evei  state  to  the  Duke  of  York  his  wish 
to  obtain  the  situation  under  government  ? 

A  I  believe  I  did. 

Q.  Did  Kennett  ever  apply  foi  a  situation  under  go» 
vei  nment  foi  himself  ■* 

A.  Not  to  my  knowledge. 

Q.  Always  for  a  friend  ? 

A.  1  always  undei stood  him  so. 

Q.  Aie  you  ceitain  that  he  so  Hated  it  ? 

A.  I  am  cpitam  that  I  undei  stood  him  so 

Q.  Did  you  know  who  Mi.  Kennett  Was  * 

A.  I  heard  that  he  had  been  in  trade  in  Bond-street.  ■ 

Q.  Did  you  know  what  profession  he  earned  on  at 
that  tune  > — A.  No. 

Q.  Did  you  know  where  he  lived  ? 

A.  No,  J  ratbei  think  he  lived  somewhere  bejond 
Weftminster-bndge,  but  I  do  not  know  where.  - 

Q   Did  jou  know  that  he  had  been  a  baukiupt  * 

A.  I  do  not  know  that  lor  certain,  J  knew  he  Rad  been 
m  tiade,  but  whethei  he  had  failed  or  not  I  do  not  re- 
collect. 

Q.  Did  you  evei  enquire  into  this  man's  character  J 

A.  I  had  heard  an  indifferent  charactei,  I  did  not  en- 
quire about  him. 

Q.  Did  you  state  the  result  of  those  enquiries  to  the 
Duke  of  Yoik  > 

A.  I  believe  I  stated  that  he  was  a  man  not  to  be  at- 
tended to,  I  think  so. 

Q.  Are  you  not  ceitain  that  you  did  so  ? 

A.  I  think  it  must  be  so,  because  it  was  my  feeling. 

Q   You  have  no  doubt  that  you  did  so  state  ' 

A.  I  have  no  doubt  that  I  did. 

[The  witness  was  dnected"  to  withdraw. 

1 3  Mr, 
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Mr.  Huskisson  obseived,  that  Colonel  Taylor 
ha&  bbsetfed  to  him,  that  he  could  have  stated 
something  more  about  Kennetl,  it  he  had  been 
asked  the  question,  and  thetefore  hoped  theie  would 
he  no  objection  to  oil  him  again 

Loid  -Folkstone  had  no  objection  whatever; but 
tlie'honouiable  Gentleman  would  lecollect,  that  if 
any  thing  had  been  omitted,  it  was  not  owing  to 
Turn  ;  foi  he  had  desired  Colonel  Tayloi  to  state  all 
he  knew  connected  with  the  subject  ol  inquiry. 

Lieutenmt  Colonel  TAYLOR  was  again  caflfti 
in,  and  examined  by  the  Committee,  as  follows  : 

Mr.  Hushsson.  Q.  Pending  the  transaction  with 
Mr.  Kennett,  which  you  have  mentioned,  did  you  make 
any  enquny  lespectuig  his  chaiacter  ? 

A.  I  did  not,  he  was  only  known  to  me  from  Sir  Ho- 
race Mann's  recommendation. 

Q.  Did  any  friend  of  your's  state  to  you  any  thing 
he  knew  of  him  J 

A.  In  the  course  of  his  visits  to  the  Horse  Guaid% 
where  he  came  three  or  four  times,  more  or  less,  he  was 
met  by  a  person  who  asked  me  whether  I  had  long 
known  him;  I  stated  to  him  that  I  only  knew  him  from 
Sir  Horace  Mann's  recommendation,  and  from  his  com- 
munications to  me  subsequent  to  that.  He  then  told 
me,  that  he  had  formerly  known  him  ;  I  think  he  said 
he  had  been  a  stoek-bioker,  but  I  am  not  ceitain  ;  but 
I  am  certain  that  he  said  he  had  failed,  and  that  theie 
weie  circumstances  attending  his  failure  which  were  not 
to  his  credit,  and  he  cautioned  me  against  him. 

Q.  Did  you  communicate  to  his  Royal  Highness  the 
Dukp  of  York  this  information  ? — A.  I  did. 

Q.  What  passed  between  yourself  and  his  Royal 
Highness  in  consequeope  of  your  making  this  commu- 
nication ? 

A.  His  Royal  Highness  oidered  me,  m  consequence, 
to  drop  ev^iy,  furthei  application  in  his  favour. 

Q.  "Is  there  toy  father  cncumstance  connected  with 

the 


(  91  ) 

the  commumcations  you  held  with  Mr.  Keanett  -that 
you  can  recollect,  and  which  is  matenal  to  this,  mquirv  ? 

A.  1  cannot  say  I  recollect  any  other. 

Lord  Folhtone.  Q.  Do  you  recollect  when  that  in- 
formation was  given  you  lespectmg  Mr.  Kennett  ? 

A  I  do  not, it  vvas  after  I  bad  had  seveial  conimimicd- 
tions  with  him,  as  I  have  before  stated. 

Q.  Had  you  any  communication  with  him  afterwards  ' 

A.  None  that  I  recollect;  I  might  have  some  veibal 
communication  with  hi:n,  but  none  that  was  material, 
certainly. 

Q.  Ftom  whota  was  it  that  you  received  this  mfoi- 
mation  * 

A.  I  was  desiied  by  the  person  giving  me  the  infor- 
mation not  to  name  him. 

[The  Witness  was  directed  to  withdiaw. 

[The  witness  was  again  called  in  ] 

Q.  When  you  first  saw  Mr.  Kennett,  did  he  come  re- 
commended by  Sit  Horace  Manu  ? 
A.  He  did  not. 

Q.  Dfd  you  see  him  frequently  before  he  was  recom- 
rnendedV  b^  Su  Horace  Mann  5 

A.  I  think  it  was  the  second  time  that  he  mentioned 
the  interest  Sir  Hoi  ace  Mann  took  in  his  favoui,  and 
I  think  he  brought  &  letter  from  Sir  Horace  Mann 
to  me. 

Q.  Did  he  bring  that  letter  m  consequence  of  any 
wish  expiessed  by  jou,  that  he  should  bring  some  re- 
commendation before  \ou  would  entei  into  a  negoeiation 
of  this  soit.  y 

A  ^  He  did  not,  the  recommendation  fiom  Sir  Horace 
Mann  was  spontaneous 

Q.  Did jou  nut  know  that  Mr.  Kennett  had  been  a 
baukrnpt 

A.  I  did  not,  I  knew  nothing  of  Mi.  Kennett  tnl  I 
received  that  information. 

[The  witness  was  dnected  to  withdraw. 

[Lord  Folkestone  then  expiessed  his  wish  that 

Mi. 
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Mr.  Adam  should  state  all  he  Knew  of  the  tran- 
saction.] 

WILLIAM  ADAM,  Esquire,  attending  in  his 
place,  was  examined  by  the  Committee,  as  follows. 

When  tins  transaction  was  begun  to  be  stated  by  Mr. 
Dnft,  and  that  lie  mentioned  Mi.  Kennett,  I  bad  not, 
atfiibt.  the  mpst  distant  lecollection  of  mum  a  tiansac- 
tion  ever  having  taken  place,  bnt  as  Mi.  Dutr  went  on 
and  stated  some  oitcumstances,  the  ucollection  of  such 
a  tiansaction  reeuncd  to  mj   mind,  and  the  cucuin- 
stance  of  my  two'notes  arc  u.«  'tttet  having  been  put 
into  my  hand,  has  o^nit  n  it  lecolleetiou  "-till  snoie  ac- 
euiate,  as  f'ai  a-     is  po_s'S  I"  foi  me  to  cail  that  aecu- 
late  at  all  which  *ebt,  ,n  itto^ettion  at  so  long  a  distance 
of  tune.    I  i  emeu1  bei  ro  have  ••een  Mr.  Kennett  on  the 
business  of  this  pio;  oscd  loan,  and  upon  that  only  ;  no- 
thing., as  fai  as  J  <  an  lecollect,  was  eiei  stated  to  me 
by  him  but  that'  and  the  hist  lmpn  stion  I  now  iccol- 
lect  that  I  had  of  it  was,  that  it  would  not  turii  cut  a 
loan  that  could  be  entr  red  into.    I  appiehcnd  that  soon 
after  my  hist  mtemew,  if  1  had  moie  than  one  with 
him  in  the  month  of  August,  I  must  have  left  town  fas 
Scotland,  an<Tconsequentl\  have  known  nothing  of  what 
was  pioceeding,  if  any  thing-  was  pioieeding  in  the  in- 
teival,  and  1  can  only  act ount  foi  the  last  letter,  the 
letter  wntten  fiom  Scotland,  in  this  waj  ,  that  previous 
to  my  depaituie  fiom  my  lesidence  theie,  I  had  been 
ronsidermg  the  diffeient  niatteis  I  was  to  entei  into  pio- 
bably  when  I  returned  to  town,  and  amongst  the  lest 
had  wntten  upon  that  subject.    I  do  not  recollect  eiei 
to  have  seen  Mr.  Kennett  aftei  my  leturn  ,  at  the  same 
tune  1  think  it  is  piobable  that  I  maj  ha\e  seen  him, 
but  the  loan  was  put  an  end  to,  and ^ill  mteicouise  with 
Mi.  Kennett  was  put  an  end  to  without  any  thing  being 
done.    I  think  it  light  to  say,  that  I  k'.ew  nothing  at 
all  of  Mr.  Kennett  when  he  fiist  called  upon  me,  oi  any 
thing  respecting  his.  chaiaeter.    This  is  aH  1  can  t\M  to 
my  recollectjon. 

Q.  Did  you  make  any  inqumes  lespectmg  the  chaiae- 
ter ot  Mr.  Kennett  * 

1  ha\e  no  doubt  that  I  mast  haie  made  enqmties, 
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though  I  cannot  recollect  them  ;  and  I  think  the  \nfot- 
mation,  which  Colonel  Taylor  mentions,  mtist  have  been, 
communicated  to  me. 

Q.  Do  you  mean  that  It  was  communicated  loyou  by 
Colonel  Taylor  ? 

A.  I  can  only  say  that  I  piesume  it  was,  but  I  cannot 
speak  fiom  any  ceitain  recollection, 

Q.  You  cannot  say  whether  you  heard  it  fi  om  Colonel 
Ta>  lor  > 

A.  I  cannot  say  positively  whether  I  heaid  it  fiom 
Colonel  Tayloi  > 

Q,  Noi  can  you  recollect  when  you  heard  it f 

A.  I  cannot  lecollect  when  i  he.itd  it,  but  I  think  it 
inust,ha-ve  been  after  my  ittutn  from  Scotland  m  Octo- 
ber 1804. 

Q.  What  was  that  information  ? 

A.  That  he  was  a  person  not  at  all  likely  to  accom- 
plish the  object,  and  a  person  of  the  character  which  has 
been  alluded  to  by  Colonel  Taylor. 

Lord  Folkstone  then  proposed  that  Robert 
Kennett  should  be  called  to  the  Bar;  but  on  the 
suggestion  of  Mr.  Williams  Wynne,  that  the  calling 
such  a  person  to  the  Bar  would  be  unworthy  the  dig- 
nity of  that  House,  the  Noble  Lord  acquiesced  iu 
the  piopriety  of  his  Honouiable  Fuend's  suggestion. 

The  Chairman  then  asked  Mr.  Waidle  if  he  had 
an}'  moie  evidence  to  adduce?  to  which  Mi.  Wai- 
dle lephed,  none  beside  that  of  the  lettets. 

GWYLLYM  LLOYD  WARDLE,  Esq.  (having 
dcliveied  in  some  letters,)  was  examined  by  the  Com- 
mittee, as  follovvs  . 

Qt  Ate  the  letteis  which  you  have  now  delivered  in, 
the  letteis  which  die  alluded  to  in  Mis.  Claike's  letter 
of  the  28th  of  Januaiyi 

A.  I  piesume  they  aie,  they  are  the  letters  of  the 
tsfficeis  »he  was  to  have  «ot  i  ecommendationb  for;  I  kuow 
no  other  letteis,  and  I  possess  no  otheis. 

State 
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<j>.  State,  with  as  much  accuracy  as  jou  can,  the  time 
when  you  received  these  letteis  flora  Mrs.  Claike  > 

A.  I  have  no  memoiandunis  enabling  me  to  state  the 
date  pieusely. 

Q.  In  what  yeai  was  it  ? 

A.  It  was  within  the  last  two  months. 

Q.  Aie  they  the  letteis  stated  to  have  been  delivered 
to  you  with  a  view  to  facilitate  some  negouation  ? 

A.  Yes,  I  suppose  so  ,  they  are  letteis  of  iecommen- 
clation  of  officers  foi  promotion,  which  I  understood 
fiom  Mrs.  Claike  vveie  sent  to  hei  by  Mi.  Donovan  toi 
her  to  get  furthei  iecommendation»  upon. 

[Mi.  Huskissoh  thought,  before  they  pioceeded 
furthei,  it  was  m.iteii  \1  to  know  how  these  letters 
came,  in  to  Mrs,.  Claikess's  hands,] 

WILLIAM  ADAM,  Esq.  was  examined  in  bis 
place,  as  follows : 

Mr.C  Adams  ob$erved,before  he  put  his  questions 
that  he  tiusted  the  Learned  and  Honouuble  Mem- 
bei  would  peimit  him  to  put  one  or  two  questions  si- 
milar to  those  he  had  put  to  him  the  othei  night  • 
that  Honoui  able  Gentleman  had  then  refeired  him 
for  answer  to  his  formei  evidence.  He  had  consi- 
dered that  evidence,  and  did  not  think  it  kept  within 
the  scope  of  the  questions  be  wished  to  put. 

Mi.  Adam  expiessedhis  pei feci  willingness  to  an- 
swei  any  question  any  Honoui  able  Gentleman-might 
be  disposed  to  put. 

Mr,  C.  Adaim.    Q  Weie  jou  consulted  as  to  whether 
the  annuity  to  Mis.  Claike  should  or  should  not  be  paid  ? 
A.  No,  I  did  pot  kuow  ot  its  having  ceased  to  be  paid. 
Q,  Then  the  Committee  are  to  understand  you  did  not 
-  advise  the  non-payment  of  the  annuity  ? 
A.  Certain  I  y  I  did  not« 
-  Q.  Was  it  known  to  jou  that  the  Duke  refused  to  pay 
this  annuity  * 

A-  I  knew  it  iu  no  other  way  than  by  the  communica- 
tions 
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tions  which  1  had  with  His  Royal  Highness,  as  well  as  I 
can  lecollect  atthetunel  received  those  letters  fiom  Mis. 
Clarke,  which  have  been  laid  upon  the  table  of  the  House. 
Q.  Do  you  know  the  reason  of  such  refusal * 
A.  I  did  not  know  thespecific  fact  01  facts  that  was  the 
cause  of  the  discontinuance  of  the  payment  of  the  an- 
nuity, but  I  know  in  geneial  fiorn  the  same  souice,  I 
mean  fiom  conversations  with  His  Royal  Highness,  that 
the  annuity  was '  discontinued  in  consequence  of  an  im- 
pression upon  his  mind,  that  Mrs.  Claike's  conduct  had 
not  been  such  as  to  fall  within  the  condition  upon  which 
the  annuity  was  ongmally  granted,  when  I  say  ougmally 
granted,  1  do  not  mean  to  have  it  infeiied  that  theie  was 
any  reguiai  giant  of  the  annuity,  but  thac  1  vvas  desired 
to  state  at  the  time  that  I  communicated  to  Mrs.  Claike 
that  His  Royal  Highness  was  not  to  see  her  again ,  that 
she  was  to  leceive  a  quarteily  sum  m  the  manner  that  I 
have  stated  in  my  formei  evidence,  one  hundred  pounds 
a  quarter 

Q.  Did  the  discontinuance  of  that  annuity  arise  at  all 
from  the  Duke's  knowledge  of  hei  interference  in  military 
promotions  j1 

A.  I  had  no  reason  to  believe  that  His  Royal  Highness 
was  at  all  acquainted  with  any  such  interfeience  at  the 
time  the  annuity  discontinued.  «I  wish  to  add<  that  the 
annuity  was  an  annuity' the  payment  of  which,  as  I  have 
alieady  stated  in  my  evidence,  did  not  fall  within  any 
fund  of 'His  Rojal  Highnes's  that  was  under  my  ad- 
ministration. I  hope  the  Committee  will  not  think  it 
impioper  I  should  go  on  to  state,  that  this  matter  may  be 
cleariy  and  distinctly  undei  stood,  which  was  a  little  mis- 
understood on  a  foimer  night,  notwithstanding  the  man- 
nei  m  which  I  endeavoured  to  expi ess  nv  self  in  the  early 
part  of  this  proceeding,  that  that  portion  of  His  Royal 
Highnesses's  income  which  he  letams  for  his  own  e\pen- 
dituiein  his  family,  on  his  propeity,  and  in  whatever 
othei  mode  his  expenditure  is  applied,  is  not  in  the  least 
within  the  piovmce  of  my  trust  or  knowledge,  that  all 
that  is  within  m>  ,tiust  or  knowledge  is,  that  sum  which 
has  been  appiopriated  by  Hislioyal  Highness  towards  the 
payment  of  the  inteiest  and  liquidation  of  the  puncipal 
of  those  debts. 

,Q.  State, 
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Q.  State,  if  yon  can,  at  what  tune,  and  by  whom  the 
impression  was  made  upon  His  Royal  Highnebs's  mind  t& 
which  you  have  refeired? 

A.  I  certainly  do  not  know  by  whom  it  was  made,  nor 
do  I  know  at  what  time  it  was  made.  I  ha\e  already 
stated  the  time  at  which  I  in  at  became  acquainted  with  it, 
or  nearly  so. 

-  Mis.  MARY  ANN  CLARKE  was  called  in,  and 
examined  by  the  Committee,  as  follows: 

Mr.  Lockhart.  'Q.  Are  these  the  letteis  which  you  de- 
liveted  to  Mr.  Waidle,  in  oidci,  as  you  stated  m  youi  let- 
tei  to  Mr.  Donovan,  to  facilitate  some  negociation  5 — [The 
letters  delivered  in  by  Mr.  Wardle  being  shewn  to  the  Wit- 
ness] — A.  Yes,  these  are  the  letteis. 

Q.  When  did  you  dehvei  these  letteis  to  Mr.  Waidle,5 

A.  Soon  after  I  leceived  them  from  Mr.  Donovan. 

Q.  When  did  jou  receive  them  fiom  Mr.  Donovan5 

A.  I  do  not  recollect. 

Q»7The  letters  appear  to  be  all  dated  in  the  beginning 
of  the  year  1808,  had  you  them  in  }Our  possession  tiom 
the  time  of  the  dates  jmtil  jou  deliveied  them  to  Mr. 
Wajdle? — A.  I  cannbt  exactly  say. 

Q.  Look  at  that  letter,  and  sav  whose  hand-writing  it 
is  ? — [A  letter  being  shewn  to  the  Witness]    A.  I  do  know. 

Q.  Look  at  that  letter  (No.  2)  and  say  whose  hand- 
writing j  ou  believe  that  to  be  5 

A.  I  do  not  know  the  hands  at  all. 

Q.  Look  at  that  lettei  (No.  3)  and  say  whose  hand- 
writing you  believe  that  to  be  ? — A.  I  do  not  know. 

Q.  These  letters  purport  to  be  Certificates  fiom  Offi- 
cers; did  jou  give  these  letteis  to  Mi  Wardle  with  a 
view  to  his  piocniing  the  signatuie  of  any  member 
of  parliament  as  an  additional  lecommendation,  not  know-, 
ing  whose  hand  wilting  the  onginal  recommendation  was  * 
A.  I  gave  another  to  Geneial  Claveung,  and  he  took 
the  precaution  of  enqumng  at  Mr.  Gieenwood's,  or 
the  Adjutant  General's.  I  believe  it  is  one  of  those  I 
gave  to  General  Clavenng,  that  signed  «'  Ross." 

Q.  These  letteis  puipoit  to  be  Certificates  from  Offt- 

ceis, 
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Cfvs;  did  you  give  these  letters  to  Mr.  Waidle  with  * 
view  to  his  piocunrtg  the  signature  of  any  Membei  of 
Parliament  as  an  additional  lecommendation,  not  know- 
ing whose  hand-writing  the  original  leconlmendation  was? 

A.  Yes,  Mr.  Donovan  told  me  they  were  all  coirect, 
and  that  they  weiethe  Officers  lecommendations  in  a  pi  o- 
per  niannei. 

Q.  Did  Mr.  Donovan  tell  yon  they  were  the  hand- 
wnting  of  the  respective  Officeis  whose  hand-writing 
they  piii  port  to  be  > — A.  Yes,  he  did. 

Q.  Do  you  now  know  the  hand-wating  of  the  pel  son 
who  wrote  either  of  these  letteis? — A.  No,  I  do  not. 

Q.  Do  you  know  the  hand-writing  of  Mr.  Donovan  ? 

At.  Yes,  I  have  had  a  great  many  letters  from  Mr. 
Donovan. 

Q.  Look  at  that  letter,  and  say  whether  that  is  riot  the 
hand-wuting  of  Mi.  Donovan? 

A.  I  think  that  looks  very  like  it,  but  I  would  not 
take  upon  me  to  Bay  it  is,  when  it  is  signed  "  William, 
Wallace ;"  I  think  it  looks  very  like  it. 

Q.  At  the  time  you  received  that  letter,  did  yoa  con- 
ceive that  the  body  of  the  letter  was  of  the  hancUwriting 
©f  Mr.  Donovan? 

A.  No,  I  certainly  did  not,  nor  should  I  without  look* 
ing  at  it  again.  I  would  not  think  that  a  man  would 
presume  to  put  another  man's  signature  J  and  I  am  not 
sure  that  it  is  his  wntiug  gow,  but  it  is  very  like  it.  ' 

Q.  Was  the  only  reason  foi  your  not  supposing  it  to 
tie  the  hand-wiiting  of  Mi.  Donovan  at  the  time  flfat 
you  leceived  it,  that  the  signatuie  was  the  signature  oi" 
nnotbei  peisou  ? 

A  I  nevei  made  any  lemaiks  upon  it  at  all;  peihaps 
I  did  not  read  it. 

Q.  Did  yon  put  letteis  mto  the  hand  of  a  Mem- 
T)ei  of  Paiharoent  to  procure  his  recommendation,  those 
letteis  being  oiigiual  recommendations  themselves,  with- 
out reading  them  ? 

A.  Yes,  I  should,  because  the  peison  would  take  ca"ie 
that  it  would  be  proper  befoie  he  got  any  thing  done,  as 
General  Clavenng  did;  he  went  to  ascertain  the  writ- 
ing, and  found  it;  to  be  couect,  as  he  told  me. 

Q-  Look  at  both  the  letteis  signed  "  Wallace." 
No.  XIX.  V.  2.  K  [T!<ey 
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*  {They  were  both  shewn  to  the  witness.]  A  One  is  only 
a  copy  of  the  other  lettei.  Mr.  Donovan  has  copied 
this  letter;  f  suppose  jou  peiceive  that;  if  you  read 
them,  they  aie  both  the  same. 

Q.  When  didjou  leceive  the  copy,  and  when  did  you 
receive  the  oiigmal ? 

A.  I  cannot  tell,  here  they  both  aie;  I  can  tell  no- 
thing fai  tlrei  than  that. 

Q.  Did  you  icceive  them  both  at  the  same  time? 

A.  I  cannot  tell. 
■  Q.  The  letters  are  not  merely  a  copy ;  one  is  addiess- 
ed  at  the  bottom,  and  the  other  is  not ? 

A.  General  Leigh  is  left  out  m  one. 

Q.  Which  is  the  original ? 

A.  That  I  will  leave  to  the  Honourable  Mouse  to 
find  out;  but  the  othei  is  addiessed  on  the  outside  to 
General  Leigh,  that  is  the  only  drileience;  what  is  at 
the  bottom  of  one  is  on  the  outside  of  the  other,  it  is  only 
a  half  sheet  of  paper,  that  he  could  not  put  it  upon  the 
back  perhaps. 

Q.  How  do  you  know  that  Mr.  Donovan  has  copied 
the  one  from  the  other  ? 

A.  Because  it  appears  from  looking  at  them;  I  think 
that  the  looking  at  them  would  convince  any  one. 

Q.  You  h^ve  now  no  doubt  of  one  of  these  letters  be- 


A.  No,  I  think  one  is  his  hand-writing  peihaps,  it  is 
very  likely  ;  I  do  not  know. 

Mr.  Hushisson.  Q.  Are  these  the  letters  which  you 
state- yourself, 'in  joui  lettei  to  Donovan  of  the  28th  of 
January,  to  have  put  into  Mr.  Wardle's  hands  for  the 
purpose  of 'facilitating  the  negociations  ? 

A.  Yes,  I  think  they  are ,  but  General  Clavenng  had 
one;  I  do  not  know  what  is  become  of  that. 

Q.  Are  these  all  the  letters  you  put  into  Mi.  Wardle's 
hands  foi  the  purpose  of  facilitating  the  negociation  ? 
A.  Yes. 

Q.  And  to  which  you  refer  in  your  letter  of  the  28th 
of.  January  ? — A.  Yes./ 

Q.  Explain  to  the  Committee  in  what  manner  you 
conceived  these  letters  in  Mr.  Wardle's  hands  were  to 
facilitate  a  negociation  ? 


A.  He 
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A.  He  told  me  he  would  get  same  recommendations 
from  some  Members  of  Parliament. 

Q,  Mr.  Wardle  told  you  that  he  would  use  those  let- 
ters fo»  the  puiposeof  facilitating  this  negotiation,  by 
getting  the  signature  of  some  Members  of  Parliament ? 

A.  Yes,  he  did,  and  he  has  made  a  different  use  of 
them  ;  I  dare  say  he  never  tried. 

Q.  Then  you  were  led  by  Mr.  Wardle  to  expect  he- 
would  accomplish  the  object  for  which  you  put  these 
letteis  into  his  -hands,  that  of  facilitating  a  negoeiation, 
from  which  you  were  to  receive  some  pecuniaiy  advan- 
tage * 

A.  Yes ;  but  I  find  now  he  was  only  laughing  at  me ; 
it  was  only  to  <  get  into  the  secrets  of  Donovan  and,  my- 
self. 

Mr.  Frazer.  Q.  What  was  the  reason  assigned  for  the 
non-payment  of  the  annuity,  or  was  there  any  leason  as- 
signed ' 

A.  There  was  no  i  eason  whatevei  assigned. 

<Q,  Dd  you  recollect  what  the  conditions  were  upo» 
which  the  annuity  was  to  be  paid  5 

A.  No,  there  were  no  conditions  at  all,  Mr.  Adam, 
promised .  faithfully*  both  to  me  and  to  my  lawyer,  <to 
see  it  punctually  paid.  I  believe  you  are  going  to  call 
in  Mi.  Reid;  it  is  quite  unnecessary,  for  I  do  not  deny 
any  thing  Mr.  Reid  said  about  sending  me  wine. 

Mf.  Wilson.  Why,  if  the  letters  now  produced  aie  the 
letteis  jou  dehveied  to  Colonel  Waidle  foj  the  puipose 
of  facilitating  some  negociations  which  relate  to  aimy* 
promotions,  do  y  ou  de0cube  one  of  them,  in  your  letter 
at  thfc  -2Sth  of  January,  as  referring  to  two  Deanenes  ? 

A.  In  my  opinion,  it  dtd  not  leler  to  any  such  thing. 

[Mrs  Clatke's  letter  to  Mr.  Donovan,  of  the  2Sth 
of'Jduud'y,  was-tead  ] . 

Those  are  the  letteis  he  took  away. 

Q.  Can  you  state  nearly  the  total  amount  of  the,  dif? 
feient  sums  that  weie  paid  on  youi  account  by  the  Duke, 
of  York,  duiing  the  period  you  continued  under  his  pio- 
tection  } 

A.  I  know  nothing  at  all  about  it,  what  he  paid. 

K  3  Mr, 
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Mr.  Wardle.  Q.  Do  you  lecolleet  whether  your- 
coachman  m  Gloucestei-place  was  on  boaid-wages  ■> 

A.  He  lived  in  the  house  till  he  manied,  and  thea 
he  was  'oft  board-wages. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  then 
moved  thai  Mr.  Reid  should  be  called  in. 

Mis.  Clarke.  What  befoie  I  withdiaw1  whilst  I  re- 
main at  the  Bar ' 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  The"  witness  may 
bp  assured,  that  I  should  not  call  Mr  Reid  in,  as  I  pio- 
pose,  if  it  was  not  absolutely  necessaiy. 

Mrs.  Clarke.  If  it  be  fan,  I  would  wish  to  take  the 
sense  of  this  Hon.  House  upon  the, question.  (A  laugh.) 

Loid  Folkstone  moved  that  the  witness  should 
-withdiaw;  and  added,  that  though  it  was  impossible 
foi  the  Committee  to  entettam  the  piofosition,  or 
ev«n  to  suffei  it  to  lem'un  upon  the  minutes,  yet  he 
jmt  it  to  the  Right  Hon,  Gentleman  whethei  he 
•would  peisist  in  his  intention  to  bung  Mr.  Reid  to 
the  Bar  whilst  the  other  witness  was  theie,  inasmuch 
as  she  had  admitted  that  his  statement  of  the  wine 
•was  conect. 

it  appeared,  after  some  siioi  t  defay,  that  Mr.  Reid 
was  not  in  attendance,  when  Mrs.  Ciaike  was  oidei- 
td  to  withdiaw. 

GWYLLYM  LLOYD  WARDLE,  Est],  was  ex- 
amined  in  his  place,  as  follows' 

Mr.  Huskisson.  Q.  Did  Mrs.  Ciaike  put  any  lett^  s 
into  your  hands,  avowedly  for  the  pui^ose  of  £a<  .li— 
tating  the  negociation,  and  stating  that  to  bo  the  object  > 

A.  She  put  them  into  my  hands,  and  said  she  wished 
I  would  get  them  signed  ioi  hoi,  but  till  she  made 
known  the  circumstance  last  night,  I  leallj  did  not  know 
what  she  meant  by  the  teim  negociation. 

Q.  "What  answer  did  \oy  make  to  this  proposal  ' 

A  Kcnily 


(    101  ) 

A^  Really,  I  believe,  I  said  my  fnends  were  on  the 
wrong  side  of  the  House,  01  some  answer  of  that  de- 
seuptKni,  and  that  veiy  little  moie  passed;  and  I  took 
the  letteis  and  kept  them  evei  since. 

Q.  Then  if  you  stated,  that  vom  friends  were  on  the 
wiong  bide  of  the  House,  what  led  you  to  make  that 
statement,  not  understanding  what  she  meant  by  facili- 
tating the  negotiation  ? 

A.  Ceitamly,  vvherj  I  heaid  her  note  read,  I  had  not 
the  most  distant  idea  of  what  she  meant,  nor  had  I  till 
I  heaid'hei  state  the  circumstance  last  night. 

Q.  Weie  the  letters  she  put  into  your  hands  for  the 
pui  pose,'of  facilitating  the  neeeciation,  the  three  letters, 
vou  have  delivered  i?i  this  evening,  or  the  letters  lefeired 
to  m  hei  lettei  to  Mr.  rDonovan  of  the  28th  of  January?* 
.  A.  1  believe,  the. 'etteis  lefened  to  in  her  lettei  of  the 
28th  of  Januaiy  weie  on  the  table  of  this  House  at  the 
tm\e  she  wi ote  that  note,  or  ve>y  nearly  so,  I  had  the 
letteis  she  tefeis  to  in  that  note  along  penod  befoi-e  tna& 
lettei  was  wntten  ,  I  had  the  letteis  respecting  the  Deaiv- 
eiy  and  the*  Queen,  I  believe,  long  pnoi  to  my  having, 
those  I  hive  delivered  m  to-night 

Q  Then  the  Committee  is  to  undeistand,  that  the 
letters  teieired  to  iu  Mis.  Claike's  letter  to  Mi.  Dono- 
van of-  the  28th  ol  Januaiv,  as  having  been  put  into 
youi  hands  foi  the  pvupose  of  facilitating  the  negociatioi>t 
were  not  the  letters  described  by  Mis.  Claike  in  her  let- 
tei to  Mr.  Donovan  ?  , 

A.  I  should  conceive  it  i  npossible,  for  I  had  bad  them- 
a  long  period  befoie,  and  I  believe  they  weie  upon  the 
table  of  this  House  at  the  tune  she  wrote  that  lettei .  • 

Q.  Were  >ou  awaie  that  one  of  thde  letteis  which- 
jou, delivered  in  this  evening  was  in  the  hand-wnting  of 
Mi.  Donovan  ?  -  , 

A.  I  certainly  was  not,  I  hardly  ever  looked  at  them; 
till  to-day;  I  peiceived  that  one  was  a  copy,  but  I  nevei. 
attended  to  it  at  all. 

[On  the  motion  of  Mi\  Lockhart,  the  following 
extract  fiom  Mrs  Claike's  evidence  was  read.], 


Q.  "  Explain  to  the  Comtaittee  in  what  mannes 
K.  3  »  yocr 
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*'  you  conceive  those  letters  in  Mr.  Wardle's  hands 
"  were  to  facilitate  a  ne«ociation  ? 

A-  *'  He  told  me  he  would  get  some  recommend- 
"  atiom,  fiom  some  Membeio  of  Paihament.' 

Q.  "  Mr.  Wardle  told  you  th-it  be  would  use 
"  those  letters  for  the  purpose  of  facilitating  this  ne- 
"  go<  lation,  by  getting  the  signatnie  of  some  Mem- 
"  bers  of  Parliament  ? 

A.  "  Yes,  he  did;  and  he  has  made  a  difieient 
"  use  of  them  ;  I  dare  say  he  ne\ei  tned." 
Mr.  Lockhart.    Q.  Is  that  statement  which  has  just 
been  read  true ? 

A.  I  have  before  stated,  that  when  Mis.  Clailce  gave 
Hie  these  letters,  I  said,  that  my  friends  weie  on  the 
wiong  side^  of  the  House,  or  something  of  that  kind  , 
and  1  really  do  not  recollect  that  any  thing  further  pass- 
ed upon  the  subject.  , 

Q.  Did  jou  make  the  piomi'te  which  Mrs.  Clarke  has 
Stated  you  made  ? 

A.  I  certainly  did  make  no  di.ect  promise,  I  gave  her 
that  sort  of  answer,  which  I  have  a  dozen  times  repeated 
to  this  Committee. 

Q.  Did  you  make  any  promise  whatevei,  dnect  or  in- 
direct? 

A.  I  have  answerpd  that  question  frequently,  I  ne\er 
Sad  moie  to  her  upon  the  subject  than  I  have  stated  to 
the  House. 

Q.  Is  Mis.  Ctaike's  statement  true  or  false? 

A.  lieally,  alter  1  have  most  positively  stated  all  that 
pasted  upon  the  subject,  1  should  think  the  Honoiv.able 
Gentleman  is  as  equal  to  thaw  the  conclusion  as  1  am 
Hi)  self,  it  depends  so  much  upon  the  impression  at  the 
IQioment,  and  my'nctions  at  the  time.  I  was  anxious  to 
get  the  Jetteis,  that  I  made  any  direct  or  positive  pio- 
mise  I  am  not  at  all  aware,  by  mv  taking  the  letters 
away,  she  might  draw  ihat  conclusion,  but  I  have  no| 
the  least  recollection,  of  such  apiomise  having  been  made 
fey  me. 

Q.  Can  you  positively  state  to  the  Htui&e  that  you  did 
wot  give  Mrs.  Claike  reason  to  believe  when  you  left  her, 
that  jou  would  carry  into  effect  her  wishes  as  far  as  was 
M»  y«»r  po#er? 

A>  I  have 
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A  I  have  'befoi  e  stated, that  I  do  not  recollectm&king 
net  any  promise  whatever. 

Q.  Did  you,  dnectly  or  indwwtlv,  promise  Mrs. 
Chuke  that  vo«  would  coroplv  with  hei  leqiiest? 

A.  Whether  01  not  roy  taking  awav  the  lettei'!,  and 
making-  her  fye  answei  I  lia\e  befoie  repeated,  might 
indirectly  lead  her  to  suppose^  I  would  do- it,  is  more 
than  I  can  say. 

The  following  question  was  put  by  another  meui- 
bei  of  the  Committee  . 

I  wlbli  to  put  a  question  to  the  honourable  Mem- 
hei  ill  such  a  shape  as  will  enable  him  to  give  a  direct 
answei.    Tb  the  statement  of  Mrs  Clarke  ttne  ot  false  * 

A.  After  having  rno-t  positively  stated  all  I  know  of 
what  passed  on  the  oeca^ion,  I  think  the  honourable 
Member  may  diaw  the  conclusion  himself. 

I  desiie  the  question  may  be  repeated. 

Upon  this  Mr.  B  Batrdrst  be;>ged  to  obseive,^ 
that  when  one  of  t h-'ii  own  Membeis  w.is  called  oij 
to  give  evidence  in  his  place,  he  stood  in  the  same  i 
situation  as  any  othet  witness.  J\o  witness  in  a 
couit  of  justice  would  ventuie  to  make  his  state- 
ment, and  then  tell  the  judge  and  thejuiy  to  di aw 
then  own  conclusions,  m  a  similai  case.  He 
theiefore  was  ol  opinion  that  the  honouiable  Mem- 
bei  was  bound  to  answei  the  question. 

Mi. -Martin  contended,  that  the  question  was 
meiely  a  lepetion  of  a  question  that  had  been  seve- 
ral times  answeied.  Did  the  honouiable  mcmbej: 
mean  to-iitek  whethej  the  general  statement  of  Mis. 
Claike  was  false?  The  light  hpnouiahle  Gentle- 
man who  had  just  sat  down  appealed  to  him  to 
have  fallen  into  a  nusappichension  lespecling  tire 
piactice  as  to  evidence  in  courts  of  justice;  foi  un- 
questionably it  Would  be  a  sufficient  answer  to  a 
iepetiU«n  of  aquestiola  w  arty  court  of  justice,  to 

f"     '  "say 
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*ay  that  the  question  had  been  alieady  answeied^ by 
the  witness. 

Mr.  Path  on  st  denied  that'  the  question  of  the 
honoui  a'ble  meu'iber  had  yet  been  answeied. 

Mr.  Wh t rBREAi)  agieed  with  the  n«ht  honoui- 
able  Gentleman,  that  the  question,  "'<Hhet!iei  th° 
statement  of  Mrs  Ofaiiie  be  tine  01  false,"  had  not; 
vet  been  answeied  .  but  tlie  question  had  been  put 
in  a  shape  which  appealed  to  be  pie^siijg  h<nd  ui>on 
«i  Membei  ot  chat  House.  (Norno!  ng  ')  His  ho- 
noui able  Fuend  had  often  dechued  what  lie  had. 
said  to  be,  that  \m  tilenda  sat  upon  the  vmoikt  side 
of  the  House  It  was  possible  \{\At  Mis  Claiks> 
might  undeistand  the  words  of  his  ,fnend  to-imply 
the  pioume  she- stated.  She  and  his  honourable 
Pi  lend  ffl'ight  have' adiffetent  uikIci  standing  of  the 
convusa-tion  that  passed  on  the  occasion.  Bat 
though  he  admitted  that  the  question,  "  true  oi 
false,"  had  not  been  answeied  in  a  diieet  shape  by 
his  honoui  able  Friend/  he  contended  that  it  had 
been  repeatedly  answeied  in  substance. 

Mi  Warble  had  no  hesitation'  to  answei  the 
hoflouidbie  Membei's  question  if  he  had  knowrr 
how.  He  was  certainly  anxious  to  get  the  letreis, 
and  had  alieady  stated  all  that  passed  ,  but  it  is 
impossible  for  him  to  say  what  may  haw  been  the 
impression  upon  the  mind  of  Mis.  Claike. 

The  Attorney-General'  obseived,  that  theie 
could  be  no-  doubt  of  the  piopuety  of  the  question. 
Mis.  Claike  had  stated  that  the  honoui  able  Mem- 
bei had  made  her  a  ptomise,  and  the  honourable 
member  denied  that  he  had  made  any  direct  pio- 
mise.  The  next  question,  theiefore,  tO"  ask  was, 
whether  the  honoui  able  Member  had  made  to  her 
any  duectoi  indirect  piomise,  and  surely  theie  could 
be  no  offence  in  that. 

Mr.  Wardle  again  stated,  that  he  had  tio  objec- 
tion to  answer  that  question,   He  nevei  had  ma^da 

Mis. 


(    105  ) 

Mrs.  Clavlie  any  positive  piomise,  and  had  already 
informed  the  House  of  all  that  he  had  said  upon  the 
occasion. 

The  Member  who  put  the  question,  declaied  that 
he  had  put  it  in  that  paiticular  form  from  a  feeling 
towards  the  honouiable  Gentleman.  {A  bud  laugh.) 
Dining  the  examination  this  night,  and  last  night, 
he  had  obseived  that  questions  had  been  putiri  an 
indefinite  foim,  to  which  answers  had  been  given 
that  did  not  piove  satisfactoiy  to  any  body.  To 
avoid  all  ambiguity,  theiefoie,  he  had  put  the  ques- 
tion in  a  direct  shape,  m  order  to  affoid  the  ho- 
nouiable Membei  an  oppoitumty  of  giving  an  an- 
swer. It  was  the  honouiable  Member  who  had  the- 
conveisation  with  Mis.  Claike,  and  it  was  he, '^eie- 
fore,  that  was  competent  to  chaw  the  conclusion^, 
not  those  who  weie  not  paities  to  that  conveisation,. 
In  telling  the  Committee  that  they  could  draw  the 
conclusion,  the  honourable  Membei  admitted  that 
he  could  di  aw  it  himself,  and  consequently  could 
answer  the  question. 

Mr.  Whitbread  thought  it  possible  that  a,  pio- 
mise might  have  been  undeistood  wheie  there  had 
been  none  made.  He  appealed  foi  a  eon  hi  malion 
of  this  statement  to  all  those,  on  eithei  side  of  the 
House,  who  had  been  in  office,  to  whom  it  often 
happened  to  give  use  to  constiuctions  of  piomisea, 
wheie  only  kind  language  may  have  been  Ubed  in 
reply  to  applications  toi  appointments. 

Mi.  LocictiAiir  lose  to  oidei,  and  said  that  it 
was  veiy  inegulai  foi  any  Gentleman,  \i hen  anotbei 
was  examined  as  a  witness,  to  give  an  explanation  Ojf 
the  evidence  to  be  given  by  the  other. 

Mi.  Win ibb ft, a u  denied  tint  he  was. giving  any 
t»ueh  explanation  as  that  imputed  to  him  by  the 
learned  Gentleman.  He  uas  contending  tjbat  ijt 
was  Ulvly  h's  huiiouivi1  ie  t'uend  bad  not  made  any 

cluect 
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tlueet  promise,  and  was  stating  a  case  to  OlUitrate 
his  aigument. 

Mi.  Bad  bam  consideierl  the  quesnon  as  highly 
objectionable.  This  was  not  a  question  of  fact,  but 
of  construction.  The  Committee  had  cautioned 
witnesses  to  answer  opiy  to  such  matte) s  as  weie 
within  then  own  knowledge.  Yet  his  honourable 
Fnend  was  now  called  upon  to  state  not  what  was, 
within  his  own  knowledge,  nor  his  own  opinion, 
but  the  opinion  of  another.  The  Membei  (who  put 
■the  question)  bad  done  his  duty  in  putting  it,  and 
left  it  to  the  bonouiable  Membei  to  answei  it  aa  he 
should  think  fit,  and  to  the  Committee  to  decide 
upon  the  sufficiency  01  insufficiency  of  the  answer. 

Mr.  Wardle  declared,  that  he  knew  not  how  to 
answei  the  question,  lie  could  not  lecollect  that  he 
bad  ever  positively  made  any  projaiise. 

Mr.  W.  Wynne  obseived,  that  it  was  impossible 
for  his  honourable  Friend  to  state  what  impression 
the  expressions  he  used  on  the  occasion  might  have 
made  upon  the  rnwd  of  Mis  Clarke, 

The  question  was  then  read,  and  the  answer  of, 
the  honourable  Membei ;  when  the  honourable 
Membei  who  put  the  question  proposed  that  a  later 
statement  oi  the  bonouidble  Gentleman  "  that  he 
did  not  know  how  to  answei  it,"  should  be  added 
to  it. 

Mr.  Martin*  thought  the  answei  as  foil  as  it 
could  be,  but  ceitamly  could  not  accede  to  the  pio- 
positiuii  ol  the  learned  Membei,  that  any  thing 
which  Uadmot  been  stated  m  the  answei  should  be 
mseited  in  it. 

Sn  Thomas  Tut.ton  asked  nhplhei  the  honour- 
able Membei  had  given  Mis  Claike  le.ison  to  sup- 
pose that  he  would  comply  with  her  wished  And 
Mi.  B.M'huhst  ctnd  the  Ai  i  ouni' y-Gen  fh ai. 
pies^ed  for  an^answet  v,  bcthei  the  hououuible  Gen-- 
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ilcrtian  had  directly  01  indirectly  given  any  piomise, 
sucl)  as  that  stated  by  Mrs  Claike  1 

Mr.  Wardle  leplied,  that  whethei  01  not  Ins  an- 
swei,  and  the  circumstance  ot  his  having  taken, 
away  theN  letteis,  .might  have  indiiectly  led  hei  to 
suppose  lie  would  com,ply,  was  moie  than  he  could 
say. 

Mi .  •Su  mn  kr  cailed  the  attention  of  the  Com- 
mittee to  the  difficulty  in  which  the  shoit-hand 
vvuter  wasj>laced,  fiom  the  intennixtuie  ot  evidence 
and'dtscussion. 

The  Chairman  had  observed  this  difficulty,  and 
would  be  happy  to  be  instructed  by  the  Committee 
how  Jo  obviate  it. 

Mi.  Rbid  was  again  called  foi,  but  was  not  in, 
attendance 

Mi  'Beresi  okd  lose  to  put  a  few  questions  to 
to  the  iionouiable  Membei  (Mi  Wardle)  "vvhilht  the 
Committee  was  at  a  stand  waiting  toi  the  witness 

Loid  Folkstone  loseio  oidei.  Be  thought  the 
proceeding  which  hadju^t  taken  place,  ot  the  most 
indecent  descuption  Tlie  witness  who  was  under 
examination  had  been  ordeied  to  withdiaw  at  his 
instance,  because  he  thought  it  would  not  be  pio- 
pei  to  call  in  the  other  witness  while  she  was  still  at 
the  Bar.  That  suggestion  had,  howevei,  being  o\  ei- 
ruled,  and  Mr.  Reid  was  called  ioi ,  but  when  it  was 
found  that  be  was  not  in  attendance,  the  Gentlemen 
opposite  had  lesoited  to  a  kind  of  inteiliide,  in  a 
course  of  lpdecenl  examination  ot  his  honourable 
Friend,  in  oidei  to  eke  out  the  time  till  their  wit- 
nesses should  an  ive.  He,  must  add,  that  it  was  nO- 
impioper  repiesentation  of  the  whole  to  call  it  a 
highly  indecent,  impioper,  and  indecorous  pro- 
ceeding. 

Mr.  Beresforp  replied,  that  the  representation 
made  by  the  noble  Lord  of  his  conduct,  was  neither 
a  faithful,  just*  nor  a  true  representation.    He  had 
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Hot  communicated  with  any  body  about  hun  as  to 
the  questions  he  had  Lo  put,  and  bad  acted  solely 
upon  a  sense  of  his  duty,  thinking  the  time  he  lose 
the  most  convenient  to  put  his  questions, to  the,  ho- 
tiaurable  Membei.  Unless  the  Committee  should 
slop  him,  he  should,  if*  not  then,  at  least  befoie  he 
left  the  House,  put  those  questions  to  the  konour,- 
able  Membei. 

■  Lord  Folkstone  disclaimed  any  idea  of  accusing 
the  honouiable  Membei  of  having  communicated 
with  otheis.  It  was  the  whole  tenoi  of  the  exami- 
nation thai  he  complained  of. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  begged  to 
ofTei  an  obseivalion  on  the  censuie  which  the  noble 
Loid  had  thought  pii.pei  to  cast  upon  some  peisons> 
whom  he  chose  to  consider  as  a  coipoiate  body,  in 
bestowing  that  censure  foi  the  course  that  the  ex- 
amination had  taken.  The  object  he  had  himself  in 
view  in  calling  in  Mi.  Reid  was,  that,  as  Mi.  Reid 
hsid  given  evidence  as  to  the  female  who  passed  at 
bis  hotel  as  Mis.  Dowlei,  antl  it  was  impossible  he 
could  state  her  to  have  been  the  witness  at  the  Bai, 
he  might,  by  appearing  with  hei  at  the  Bai,  be 
enabled  to  asceitain  that  fact.  Upon  inquiry,  how- 
ever, it  was  found  that  Mi.  Reid  was  not  in  atten- 
dance, and  whilst  the  Committee  had  to  wait  fo» 
his  appeaiance,  he  was  himself  piepaied  to  make 
that  statement,  to  which  he  pioposed  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  Committee  aftei  the  case  was  closed 
on  the  othei  side.  Mr.  Reid  had  been  sent  foi,  but 
in  the  mean  time  several  Membeis  thought  piopei 
to  put  questions  to  the  honourable  Gentleman,  out 
of  which  had  ansen  that  debate  which  inclined  the 
censuie  of  the  noble  Loid,  and  in  which  he  had 
himself  taken'no  part.  He  could  assiue  the  Com- 
mittee, that  no  individual  had  communicated  with 
him  on  the  subject  of  the  questions  that  they  had 
put,  and  ^vtach  called  down  the  animadversion 
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winch  began  with  him  singly,  and  was  afterwards 
extended  to  others.  As  Mi.  Keid  was  not  yet 
come,  if  the  Committee  would  permit  him  and  the 
othei  Gentlemen  upon  whom  the  Noble  Lord's  cen- 
sure had  fallen,  and  would  consent  to  let  the  mattei 
rest  heie,  he  was  prepaied  to  state  a  fact  which  had 
been  ten  or  twelve  days  in  his  knowledge,  and  which 
had  been  communicated  to  seveial  Gentlemen  up- 
on both  sides  of  the  House.  He  had  resei  ved  the 
communication  of  this  fact  till  the  case  had  been 
closed,  and  if  the  Committee  should  be  of  opinion 
that  the  circumstance  ought  to  have  been  communi- 
cated eaihei,  the  fault  u as  entirely  with  him.  His 
Iloyal  Highness  had  wished  him  to  make  the  state- 
ment eaihei  to  ttie  Committee,  and  consequently  he 
alone  was  culpable  if  it  had  been  impiopeily  with- 
held The  tact  he  had  to  state  was,  the  suppicssion 
of  testimony  as  to  one  of  the  chaiges  winch  had  been 
biought  be'foie  the  Committee,  namely,  that  vi  ith  le- 
spect  to  Major  Tonyn's  case,  ft  appealed  by  the 
Minutes,  t'h  tt  a  sum  of  money  had  been  lodged  by 
Captain  Tom n  to  be  paid  to  Mis  Claike,  and  Mi. 
Donovan  m  tlie  event  of  his  piomotion  taking  place. 
It  appealed,  als.0,  thataftei  some  time,  Captain  Ton\  n 
became  impatient,  and  demanded  his'secinuy  back  in. 
Ma)  or  June  (Here  the  flight  lion  Gentleman  ic- 
f"iied  to  the  pai  t«  oh  the  M  metes  of  the  evidence  of 
Mis  Claike  and  Captain  Sahdon  lelativeto  that  pait 
or  the  tiansaction  )  The  lmpoi  tant  suppiession  t> 
Y»!si<h  he  wished  to  call  the  attention  oi  the  Com- 
mittee was  m  the  ewdence  oi  Captain  Sandon. 
But  heroic  he  mentioned  the  tnciimstanee,  he  should 
state  to  the  Committee  the  manner  m  which  he  ic- 
ceived  the  intoimation.  On  hatniday  se'nnighl  a 
lettei'had  been  delivered  to  him  by  Colonel  Ha. 
mi itbn,' hold  his  learned  iMiend  opposite  (Mr  A  bam) 
acquainting  him  ihat  Colonel  Hamilton  had  an  im' 
poitliut  communication  to  make,  Jfle  saw  Colone  1 
"Not  XIX.  V  9.  L  Hamilton 
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Hamilton  a  few  minutes  aftei  he  waited  on  Inm,  and 
learned  from  him,  what  he  collected  fiom  Captain 
Sandon,  since  hib  atnval  in  England  from  abioad. 
Colonel  Hamilton  was » an  officei  in  the  Waggon 
Tiain,  to  which  Captain  Sandon  also  belonged  On 
his  arrival  m  England,  Colonel  Hamilton  learned 
the  state  of  things  with  respect  to  the  chaiges 
brought  forwaid  in  that,  and,  amongst  otbeis,  that 
respecting  Majoi  Tonyn's  case.    Colonel  Hamilton 
then  sent  foi  Captain  Sandon,  who  stated  to  hnn  all 
he  kqew  of  the  tiansaction,  being  all  he  had  stated 
at  the  Bar'of  the  House  aftei  waids,  with  the  .excep- 
tion ot  what  he  had  suppiessed.     Qapt.  Sandon 
said,  that  when  Major  Tonyn  became  impatient,  he 
went  to  state  the  en  cum  stance  to  Mis.  Claike,  who 
bent  him  back  to  Major  Tonyn  to  inform  him  that 
she  had  leceived  a  note  from  the  Duke  of  Yoik  le- 
specting  his  case,  which  note  was  shewn  to  Major 
Tonyn  by  Capt.  Sandon.    The  note  was,  "  I  le- 
ceued  yom  note,  and  Tonyn's  case  shall  remain  as 
it  is."    This  note  was  intended  to  shew  that  the  per- 
son to  v-hqni  it  was  wntten  had  influence,  and  in 
consequence  Majoi  Tonyn  consented  to  let  his  se- 
curity lemain.    When  Majoi  Tonyn  was  gazetted,' 
Capt.  Sandon  was  dnected  to  shew  him  another 
note,  pui poiting  to  have  been  wntten  by  the  Duke 
of  Yoik,,  and  stating,  "Tonyn  will  be  this  nightga- 
?etted  "    The  founei  note  Captain  Sandon  shewed 
to  Colonel  Hamilton,  and  said,  that  he  thought  it 
would  be  the  best  couise  to  destioy  it.  Colonel 
Hamilton  on  the  contiary,  stiongly  dissuaded  him 
fiom  destioyuig  so  matenal  a  part  of  the  evidence. 
The  othei  note  had  been  given  to  Major  Tonyn  by 
Captain  Sandon,  but  was  not  aftei  waids  given  back. 
Colonel  Hamilton  mentioned  the  matter  to  his 
Learned  Fuend,  and,  by  his  advice,  went  to  Captain 
Sandon,  when  he  obtained  a  copy  of  the  note,  and 
agaitt  icpeated  his  injunction  to  the  Captain  not  td 
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destroy  the  note.    He  undeistood  that  Captain  San- 
don,  when  he  came  to  London,  pioposed  to  see  Mr 
Jjovvten,  Agent  foi  hrs  Royal  Highness,  and  also  to 
wait  on  Mrs  Claike,  in  oidei  to  his  being  exatiiined 
by  each.    His  Learned  Fn^nd  had  sent  Col.  Ha- 
milton to  him,  and  followed  soon  aftei  himself.  It 
appealed  to  him,  ai  lie  tiuated  it  would  to  the  Com- 
mittee, that  his  Learned  intend  and  himself  should 
instruct  Col.  Hannhon  as  to  the  comse  which  Capt, 
Satidori  should  pmsue.    They  lecommended  thnt he 
b^ould  not  submit  to  be  examined  either  by  Mi. 
Lowt'en  01  Mrs  Claike,  but  keep  himself  clem  of 
all  inteiference  on  evthei  side,  unul  he  should  come 
to  the  Bar,  but  above  all  things  not  to  destroy  the 
papei.    These  weie  the  institutions  which  had  been 
given  to  Colonel  Hamilton.    It  would  also  stul-e 
the  Committee,  that  this  communication  ought  to 
have  been  made  to  his  Royal  Highness  the  Com- 
mandei  in  Chief.1  But  \\hate\ei  might  be  the  le- 
sult  of  the  investigation  then  pending,  neitbei  he, 
nor  his  learned  Tnend,  as  membeis  ot  paihament, 
could,  consistently  with  a  sense  of  duty,  makethenv 
selves  the  depositaiies  of  this  seciet. — As  it  had 
bqen  communicated  to  them,  they  felt  the}'  were 
bound  to  make  it  public     The  communication  of 
the  encumstance  had  been  made  to  the  CommandeV 
in  Chief  iate  on  Satmday.    His  Roj'al  Highness 
tittcily  denied  all  knowledge  of  the  maltei,  and  de- 
claied  the  note  to  be  a  foigery.    The  Commander 
in  Chief  came  shoitfy  aftei  to  his  house  with  his 
learned  Friend,  and  lestated  wrth  the  stiongest  con- 
viction u.pon  the  best  effoits  of  his  mcmoiy,  that  he 
had  no  knowledge  of  the  tnattei,  and  that  he  wished 
it,  to  be  sifted  to  the  bottom.    As  to  the  fact  of  the 
note  relating  to  the  appeaimice  of  Majoi  Tonyn'S 
name  in  the  Gazette,  his  Royal  Highness  could  not 
be  so  positive.    He  couid  not  state  that.he,  might 
not;  have  yntyten  such  a  note  in  answei  to  a  note 
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which  might  have  been  addressed  to  him  ,  he  could 
not  call  the  circumstance  to  mind.  The  othei  note, 
however,  his  Royal  Highness  most  positively  denied 
having  written,  His  leaned  Firend  had  stated 
what  passed  between  Colonel  Hamilton  and  Captain 
Sandon,  who  acted  as  it  was  wished  he  should  He 
told  Colonel  Hamilton  th.U  he  would  come  heie, 
and,  as  he  did,  teli  the  tiuth,  but  that  he  hud  de- 
stioyed  the  note  When  they  found  that  the  note 
had  been  dtstioyed,  they  ceased  to  have  any  eom- 
immieatioii  with  Captain  Sandon,  and  left  him  to 
come  to  the  Bai,  and  state  what  case  he  should 
think  piopei  He  had  come  to  the  Bai,  but  had 
suppressed  this  impoitant  featuie  m  his  evidence, 
which,  whethei  tbe  note  weie  a  foigeiy  01  not', 
outiht  to  be  communicated  to  the  Cotnmittee,  in 
oidei  that,  if  a  t-oigeiy,  the  aathois  might  be  de- 
tected and  punished,  and,  if  not,  thit  it  might  have 
its  due  weight  in  the  pending  investigation.  He 
had  thought  it  his  duty  to  make  this  communica- 
tion to  the  Committee,  and  ll  theie  was  any  im- 
propriety in  havmgdelayed  ltti'lthis  penod,  the  fault 
\,as  his>,  though  he  had  leason  to  suppose  it  ought 
to  have  been  brought  out  in  the  examination  of  evi- 
dence at  an  eailiet  penod  ot  the  inquiiy. 

Mi  ADAM  obseived,  that  the  Right  Hon  Gen- 
tleman who  just  sat  down,  had  stated  this  most  an;  or- 
tapt  cncumstance  with  so  much  coirectness,  eleai- 
ness,  and  accuiacy,  that  httle  more  lemamed  roi 
him  than  to  conoboiate  lus  statement.  The  Hon. 
Membu  then  bnefly  recapitulated  the  seveial  facts 
mentioned  by  the  foimei  <spe«kei,  and  stated,  that 
in  his  inteiview  with  the  Commandei  in  Chief,  his 
Royal  Highness  distinctly  and  cleaily  disavowed 
eyei  having  wiitteu  such  a  note.  Oi»  the  day  sub- 
sequent to  the  inteiview,  Colonel  Hamilton  men- 
tioned to  him  the  de&tiuction  of  the  note.  If  was 
then,  agteed  between  linri  and  the  Right  Hon.  Gen-' 
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tlcman,  that  they  should  both  make  communica- 
tion of  the  eiicumsta'nces  to  ceitain  Gentlemen  at 
each  side  of  ihe  House.  The  Right  Hon.  Gentle- 
man had  done  so  to  his  side,  and  he  to  a  Npble 
Lord*,  an  Hon.  Member  near  hunf,  and  another. 

Captain  HUXLEY  SAN  DON  was  called  in, 
and'examirted  by  the  Committee,  as-. follows: 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Excheqv'er.    Q.  You  were  ex- 
amined the  othei  day  on  the  subject  of  Major  Tonyn's 
promotion ;  did  you  on  that  occasion  state  all  the  parti- 
cular you  recollected  together  of  that  transaction? 

A.  To  the  hest  of  nay  lecolleetion  I  did. 

Q.  You  did  not  keep  back  any  important  fact? 

A.  No,  not  that  I  lecollect. 

Q.  You  stated  that  Majoi  Toiryn  was  dissatisfied  with 
the  delay;  that  you  obseiVed  to  him,  that  he  haH  better 
wait  a  few  days,  for  that  you  thought  m  all  probability 
he  would  be  Gazetted;  and,  aftei  arguing  the  point  for  a 
little  'ime,  he  said,  for  two  or  three  Gazettes  it  does  not 
signify;  let  the  businebs  go  on,  and  if  I  tine!  1  am  Ga- 
zetted in  a  week  or  tea  days,  the  business  shall  be  aS'it, 
originally  was>  '  > 

A.  1  believe  that  was  what  I  mentioned. 

Q.  And  that  was  what  then  passed  ? 

A.  That  is  what  I  can  bring  to  iny  recollection. 

Q.  That  is  all  that  you  can  bring  to  your  Recollection  ? 

A.  Yes. 

Q,.  Did  it  pass-in  those  wo>.  ds  ? 
A,  As  neaily  as  I  can  lecollect. 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  any  of  the  arguments  you  used- 
to  p^eisuade  Major  Tanyn  to  think  that  this  friend  of 
youi's  had  an  opportunity  of  influencing  the  Duke 

A.  Not  particularly;  Itold  him  I  thought  he  had  bet- 
ter wait  two  or  three  Gazettes,  and  niobt,  probably  he 
■would  be  Gazettted;  indeed  I  had  reasoti  to  bupp'ose 
that  it  would:  that  was  a!)  that  I  can  lecollect. 

Did  you  inform  Mrs.  Clarke  of  Mr.  Tanya's  in- 
clination tq_withdiaw  his  money? 
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A.  Ye<;,  I  did;  I  waited  upon  Mh.  Clarke,  which  f  * 
related  before,  and  told  her  he  was  dissatisfied  at  the 
delay,  and  desired  he  m'i<>"ht  have  his  memorandum 
again,  which  was  foi  the  five  hundred  guineas. 

Q.  Do  you  lecollect  what  passed  with  Mrs.  Clarke 
upon  that  ? 

A.  Mis.  Clarice  said  he  was  a 'shabby  fellow,  but  she 
wanted  money,  and  begged  that  I  would  desire  him  to 
stop  for  a  few  dajs,  and  most  piobably  he  would  be 
Gazetted. 

Q.  That  is  all  that  you  can  recollect  that  she  desired  ' 

A,  That  is  all  that  I  can  recollect  she  desired  ? 

Q.  You  are  quite  sure  of  this  ? 

A-  To  the  best  of  my  lecollection. 

Q.  Recollect  yourself  thoioughly  that  you  may  not 
be  taken  by  surprize  ;  will  you  now  continue  to  state, 
that,  to  the  best  of  your  recollection,  this  was  all  that 
passed  5 

A,  I  think  it  is  all  that  passed,  that  is  my  opinion. 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  whether  there  was  any  paper 
shown  to  Major  Tonyn  in  the  course  of  that  conversation  ? 

A,  A  paper  how  do  you  mean ? 

Q.  Was  theie  any  paper  shewn  to  Major  Tonyn  ? 

A.  Mrs.  Claike  gave  me  a  note  that  I  should  shew  to 
him. 

Q.  Then  joti  did  not  state  all  that  passed  ? 

A.  I  took  her  note,  to  say  that  he  had  better  wait. 

Q.  A  note  fiom  Mrs.  Clarke  ? 

A,  Not  immediately  a  note  from  Mrs.  Clarke  to  him; 
she  said",  Shew  him  this  note,  that  he  had  better  wait. 
He  doubted  that ;  he  doubted  that  I  had  any  body  that 
I  could  apply  to,  he  doubted  my  abihty'to  get  the  situa- 
tion. -  -    " " 

Q.  Then  you  did  use  some  other  arguments  than 
those  you  stated  in  your  evidence  by  the  production  of 
this  note  ?     •  ' 

A.  I  m«rely  said  T  thought  this  was  the  business.  I 
did  not  rrtention  who  jl-vvas  that  was  "the  vnteiest;  I 
said  1  had  a  paper  which  would  shew  that  piobably  'he' 
liud  bettor  wait;  merely  to*  say,  that  he 'had  b*rtte-r  wait. 

Q.  "What  was  the  note  te*Say,'that  Major  Ton}  n  had 
better  wsfikt 

A.  That 
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A,  That  I -cannot  recollect,  I  cannot  chui-ge  my  me- 
moiy  what  it  was. 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  flora  whom  the  note  was? 

A.  From  Mis.  Claike. 

Q.  A  note  from  Mr.  Claike  to  youiself  > 

A.  Yes,  tneiely  to  say  that  it  he  would  wait  a  little 
time  he  would  ha\e  it.  ~~ 

Q.  Tlienote  you  shewed  was  a  note  from  Mrs.  Claike 
to  youiself,  to  prevail  upon  Major  Tonyn  to  think  he 
had  bettei  wait '  ' 

A,  Whe^hei  the  note  was  addiessed  to  me  or  to  any 
othei  person  I  can  lot  say  ;  but  it  was  said,  you  had  bet- 
ter take  tins  note  and  shew  to  him,  and  let  him  s>ee,  that 
if  he  will  wait,  the  thing  will  be  earned  through. 

Q.  Your  lecollectioni-.,  that  it  was  to  the  effect  of  ad- 
vising Major  Touju  to  wait  a  little  wliile' 

A.  To  wait  with  patience  for  a  few  Gazette  days, 

Q.  That  is  the  substance  of  it? 

A.  That  was  the  substance  of  it,  as  well  as  I  remem- 
ber. 

Q.  Did  you  see  Mrs.  Clarke  write  the  note  when  you 
called  upon  hei  p 

A.  I  do  riot  recollect  that  I  did. 

Q.  Van  are  not  sure  that  }ou  did  not? 

A.  I  am  neither  sure  that  I  did,  nor  that  I  did  not, 
she  was  verv  i inpatient  about  the  money. 

Q.  You  ha\e  no  recollection  whether  you  saw  her  write 
the  note  or  not ' — A.  No. 

Q.  You  are  quite  sine  jou  received  a  note  her?" 

A.  "Ves,  I. am  quite  sure  I  received  a,  note  fiorn  Uer.^ 

Q.  X>i3  you  see  Mrs.  Claike  more  than  once,  to  com- 
municate to-  her  the  doubts  of  Major  Tonyn  ?-  », 

A.  I  cannot  lecollect,  I  cannot  call  to  my  memofy 
•whether  -\  did  see  her-agam. 

Q.  There  was  not  aioicthan  one  note-5 

A-  No,  I  liad  only  that  piece  of  paper  which  I  men- 
tioned 5 

A.  Do  you  recollect  what  you  did  with  the  nete;  dtid 
^ou  gme  it  to  Major  Tonyn? 

A.  That  J,d«  not  recollect,  whether 4  g,tye  it  to  Majojr 
Tonyri,or  jrhat  _becuiaje  of  \he  ii&tei 

Q.  You  really  do" not  recolleci? — A.  No,  I  do-tont,*  i 

Q.  Though 
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Q.  Though  you  are  not  quite  sure  whether  you  saw 
Mrs.  Clarke  write  the'noie  or  not,  aie  you  ceitain  whe- 
ther it  was  Mrs.  Claike's  hand-wrtting? 

A.  I  cannot  pietend  to  say,  I  lathei  think  it  was. 

Q.  Bcive  jnu  always  stated  this  pait  of  the  ease  m 
the  samp  way  ? 

A.  1  believe  i  ba-ve,  I  think  I  have. 

Q.  Did  vou  oevei  tell  any  body  that  this  note  was  a, 
note  jri  the  hand-wuting-  of  liis  Royal  Highness  the 
Duke  of  York » 

A  JNot  that  I  lecollert. 

Q.  Are  jovi  sure  of  that'1 

A.  I  am  very  confident  of  it. 

Q.  When  did  you  first  heai  of  these  chaiges  against 
His  Royal  Highness  the  Duke  of  Yoik  * 

A*  I  landed  at  Plymouth,  I  trunk,  on  the  24th  of  the 
month,  and  in  coming  1'iotn  Plymouth  to  Portsmouth,, 
by  accident  I  took  up  the  Traveller,  and  theie  1  read 
these  charges* 

Q.  Do  you  know  Colonel  Hamilton  > 

A.  Perfectly  well;  I  have  the  honour  of  being  in.  the 
regiment  with  him. 

Q*  Did  jou  lepiesent  to  Colonel  Hamilton  this  part 
of  the  stoiy  in,  the  way  you  have  lepresented  it  now  ' 

A.  I  ceitainly  abked  Colonel  Hamilton's  advice  how  I, 
should  act  upon  the  business,  being  the  Colo  lei  of  the 
regiment  i  belonged  to,  and  1 1  elated  chiefly  what  1  knew 
of  the  business. 

Q.  What  j  ou-have  stated  now  ? — A,  Yes. 

Q.  Recollect  yourself;  did  you  not  state  to  Colonel 
Hamilton  that  the  note  which  you  shewed  to  Major  To- 
nyn  was  in  the  band-wiiting  of  the  Duke  of  York  ? 

A.  I  do  not  lecoMect  that  1  did. 

Q.  Could  you  have  done  so  ? 

A.  I  should  iifiagine  aot»  ■ 

Q.  Are  you  swe  you  did  pot  shew  him  the  note. 

A.  If  I  had,  I  certainly  should  not  have  forgotten  it. 

Q.  That  is  not  quite  an  answer  to  the  question  ? 

A.  I  had  not  the  note  to  shew. 

Q.  Did  you  not  either  give  or  permit  Colonel  Hamil- 
ton to  take  a  copy  of  this  very  note  that  we  are  talking  of? 
'  A.-  Not  that  I  know  of. 

Q..  You 
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Q.  You  surely  must  know  that  fact*  whether  you'  paHe 
him  a  copy,  01  gave  ban' 'an  opportunity  of  taking  a  copy 
of  this  note  ? 

A.  I  really  cannot  bring  it  to-  my  recollection. 

Q.  If  you  had  not  the  note  in  your  possession,  you 
surely  would  be  able  tei  bring  to  your  reeol lection  wiie- 
ther  joii  ga\e  him  mi  opportunity  of  cop\ins>  it  ? 

A.  I  lather  think  thine  was  something  of  a  note1? 

Q.  When  wad  it  that  \ou  now  begin  to  recollect  there 
was  something  of  a  note  ? 

A.  It  must  be  when  Colonel  Hamilton  look  the  nete, 
or  saw  the  note. 

Q.  Then  he  did  take  the  note  ? 

A.  He  must  have  seen  the  note  of  course,  if  -he  took 
a  copy  of  it. 

Q.  You  told  me  yow  thought  he  did  not  take  a  copy 
of  it  > 

A.  I  cannot  pretend  to  say  whether  he  took  a  copy  of  it. 

Q.  Do  you  mean-  to  say  that  there  was  or  was  not  a 
note  referable  upon  this  subject,  which  you' shewed  to 
Colonel  Hamilton  ? 

A.  Yes,  I  think  there  was  a  note. 

Q.  Was  it  the  saute  note  you  shewed  to  Major  To- 
ny n  > 

A.  That  I  do  not  lecollect;  I  rather  suppose  it  must 
have  been  the  note  that  I  did  shew  to  Major  Tonjn.  ; 
Q.  Did  you  tell  Colonel  Hamilton  that  it  was  the  same 

note? 

A.  I  do  not  lecollect  That  encumstanee  at  all,  whether 
I  did  tell  Colonel  Hamilton  it  was  the  same  note. 

Q.  Your  memory,  at  the  tiist  time  a  question  is  put 
tojou,  is  not  always  so  perfect  as  it  is  afterwards ;  do 
\ou  recollect  whether  you  did  represent  it  to  Colonel 
Hamilton  as  the  same  note  you  had  shewn  to  Major  To- 
ny n  >~r<*A.  I  shewed  Colonel  Hamilton  the  note, 
■  Q.  You  now  lecoiket  that  theie  was  a  note,  and,  that 
you  shewed  it  to  Colonel  Hamilton,  ? 

A.  Yes,  perfectly. 

Q.  What  is  become  of  that  note-' 
.  A.  I  believe  the  note  is  tmslaid,, 

Q.  VI' hen  did  you  see  it  last? 
,  A.  I  saw  it  about  six  days  ago,  1  think. 

Q.  A  note  that  jou  did  not, recollect  to  have  -been  asi 

exLstence^ 
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pv.stence~  when'  you  bes;an  your  examination,  you  soft' 
recollect  to  have  been  m  existence  six  days  aijo. 
A.  Y«. 

Q.  Have  you  looked  for  it  lately 5 — A".  YtX 

When3 — A.  Yesteiday,  and  the  day  beloie. 
Q,  Tins  note,  which  you  did  not  recollect  to  have  been 
in  existence  > 

A.  Itistrae;  could  I  have  found  it,  I  should  hare 
brought  it. 

Q.  I  think  jou  were  examined  just  six  days  ago  ? 
A.  Wa$  it  sbt ;  I  really  do  not  recollect  the  day. 
Q.  Did  you  see  that  not?  the  day  of  your  last  exami- 
nation ? 

A-  It  wight  be  a  day  after  or  the  game  'lay,  but  I  can- 
not recollect  which. 

Q.  You  have  done  all  you  could  withjn  these  few  days 
fo  find  \t}~A.  I  certainly  have. 

.  Q.  Are  you  quite  sure  y»u  have  not  actually  destroyed 
it?-r-J.  That  I  a©  vety  confident  I  ha-ve  not. 
•    Q.  Ave  you.  quit*, sure  that  you  have  not  said  you  bud 
destroyed  it? 

A.  No,  never  did  I  say  that  I  had  destroyed  it,  to  any 
3}ody» 

Q.  Did  5  ou  not  tell  Colonel  Hamilton  that  you  had 
destroyed  it  ? — A.  No. 

Q.  That  you  are  positive  of? 
A.  That.l  aro  certain  of. 

Q.  Did  Colonel  Hamilton  ever  desire  you  not  to  de- 
stroy it  * 

Q.  Colonel  Hamilton  desired  me  to  speak  eveiy  thing 
that  I  knew,  and  to  shew  every  thing  1  had. 

Q.  Did  he  not  expressly  desire  }ou  to  copy  that  paper, 
and  not  to  destroy  it  * 

A.  He  desned  me  not  to  destroy  any  paper  I  had. 

Q.  Did  he  not  expressly  desne  you  not  to  destroy  that 
.jpapei  ? — A-  Certainly. ' 

Q.  Did  he  not  do  that  more  than  once  ? 

Q.  I  am  sni  e  I  do  not  know ;  I  have  not  more  than  once 
conversed  with  ban. 

Q  You  had  eonveisation-withhim,  at  Portsmouth,  had 
not  you  5 

Q.  Yes,  but  he  did  not  know  that  I  had  this  paper, 
far  I  btdrdly  Jcnew  ji  myself. 

O.  Did 


(   119  ) 

-  Q.  Did  not  you  tell  him  you  had  a  paper  which  you 
might  destroy  if  you  pleased  r — A.  No. 

Q.  You  aie  quite  sure  of  that  ? — A.  Yes. 

Qt  And  that  he  did  not  advise  you  upon  that  occasion 
not  to  destroy  it  ? 

Ai  If  I  had  had  any  idea,  I  might  have  destiqyed  it 
without  telling  him  ;  I  told  him,  and  he  advised  me  not 
to  destroy  it, 

Q.  Where  was  this  ? — A.  At  Portsmouth. 

Q.  Had  Jie  it  at  Portsmouth  ? 

A.  I  had  not  the  paper  with  me  at  Portsmouth,  I  tokl 
him  I  thought  theie  was  a  note  in  existence,  t 

Q.  Upon  that  occasion  he  did  advise  yon  not  to  de- 
stroy it > 

A.  He  did  advise  me  not  to-destroy  it ;  he  said,  do  npt 
you  destroy  a  single  thing. 

Q.  When  was  it  that  Colonel  Hamilton  took  a  copy  of 
this  paper  > 

A.  I  believe  it  was  the  day  after  he  came  to  town. 

Q.  Do  you  recollect -where  you  were  when  he  took  this 
copy  — A  It  was  at  the  Coffee  House. 

Q.  At  what  Coffee' House,  in  what  part  of  the  town  ? 

A.  I  think  it  is  Southampton  Row. 

Q.  When  Colonel  Hamilton  took  this  copy,  did  he 
again  remark  to  you,  that  you  should  keep  this  paper,  and 
not  destroy  it ? — A.  He  desired  me  not  to  destroy  it. 

Q.  Did  he  at  no  second  time  desire  you  not  to  destroy 
id e  paper  ? — A.  Ceitainly. 

Q.  Did  you  see  Colonel  Hamilton  again  in  the  course 
of  the  same  day  > — A.  I  rather  think  I  did. 

Q.  Whete  did  you  see  him  > 

A.  I  saw  him  at  the  British  Coffee  house. 

Q.  What  did  Colonel  Hamilton  suy  to  you  when  you 
saw  him  at  the  Uutish  Coffee  House  ? 

A.  It  was  upon  regimental  business  I  met  him  then. 

Q.  There  was  no  reference  at  all  to,  this  subject  ? 

A.  Nothing  to  this,  I  do  not  recollect  a  word. 

Do  not  you  recollect  that  he  did  upon  that  occasion 
also  desire  you  not  to  destroy  the  note? 

A. 1  No,  I  do  not  recollect  that. 
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Did  be  not  give  you  some  advice  with  respect  to 
your  conduct  referrable  to  these  chargi  s  ? 

A.  The  same  advice  that  he  had  given  me  before. 

Q.  Which  was,  that  you  should  not  destroy  the  paper.? 

A.  To  speak  all  I  knew,  and  not  destroy  the  paper; 
but  this  was  in  the  morning,  not  at  the  second  time  when 
I  saw  him  at  the  British  Coffee  House  ;  we  came  into  the 
street  togethei ,  he  went  one  way  and  I  another. 

Q.  Then  nothing  passed  between  Colonel  Hamilton 
and  you  upon  the  subject  of  these  charges  at  the  Brstish 
Coffee  House  ? — A.  I  don  >t  recollect  that  there  was. 

Q.  Do  not  you  recollect  Colonel  Hamilton  advising  you 
not  te  suffer  youiself  to  be  examined  upon  the  subject  be- 
fore you  came  to  ths  bar  ot  the  M.m-,e  ? 

A.  I  believe  not  at  that  jerod,  he  told  me,  when  I 
was  speaking  to  him  in  the  monvng,  you  had  better  be 
qmct  upon  the  subject,  say  nothing  to  any  body  upon  the 
subject,  but  when  you  aie  called  speak  what  you  know, 
and  do"not  destroy  the  paper. 

Q.  Do  you  not  recollect,  that  at  the  British  Coffee 
House,  Colonel  Hamilton  advised  you  not  to  submit  to 
examination,  but  (o  speak  ihe  tiuth  when  you  came  here , 
and  above  all  things,  not  to  destroy  that  note  ? 
•  A.  Not  at  the  British  Coffee  House. 

Did  he,  at  any  place  subsequent  to  your  meeting 
with  him  at  the  Coffee  House  in  Southampton  Row,  in 
the  course  of  that  day  ? 

A.  I  do  not  think  I  have  seen  him  more  than  three 
times  since  I  have  been  in  London,  and  he  has  been  with 
his  regiment  at  Cioydon, 

Q.  You  did  see  h.in  a  second  time  that  morning  ' 

A.  At  the  British  Coffee  House. 

Q.  And  upon  the  occasion  ot  seeing  him  at  that  Coffee 
Houss,  or  your  going  fiom  that  Coffee  Hcusc,  did  he  not 
rej  eat  this  advice  ? — A.  > 1  do  not  reco'lect  that  he  did. 

Q.  Do  you  not  recollect  stating  to  Colonel  Hamilton 
that  you  would  follow  his  advice,  but  that  he  would  be 
very  angry  with  you,  for  that  since  he  had  seen  you  last 
you  had  destioyed  that  paper  ? 

A.  Never  such  a  conversation  took  place  between  us, 

O.  Neither  at  that  time  or  any  othei  ? — A,  No. 

U.  Yon 
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Q.  You  never  stated  to  Colonel  Hamilton 'that  you  had 
destroyed  that  paper  ? — A  No. 

Q.  Did  you  tell  Colonel  Hamilton  that  there  was  ano- 
ther paper  that  you  had  shewn  to  Major  Tonyny  when  the 
promotion  was.  gazetted  ?  '  '' 

A.  I  had  net  another  lettei,  I  could  not  tell  him  that, 

Q.  It  does  not  follow  that  because  you  had  not  it,  you 
could' not  tell  him  ycur-had  had  it A.  I 'never  had  it."  ■ 

Q.  Did  you  tell  him  you  had  had  it  '-^-A.  'No.  • 

Q.  You  did  not  tell  hUn  you  had  i»ad  it,  and  given  it  t#" 
Major  Tonyn  ' — A.  No. 

Q..  When  did  you  see  this  paper  Igst  >- 
v  A.  I  think  it  is  about  five  01  six  d  y»ago. 

Q.  Where  i-*-A.  hi  my  own'rodm. '  T 

Have  you  seen  it  since  you  were  examined  'Ia'st  ?  • 
'  A.  No. 

Q.  Ate  you  sure  of  that  ? — A.  Sure  of  ft.; 
4.  You  stated,  just  now,  you  had  seen  it  either  the 
day  befoie  or  the  day  after  ! 
A.  That  was  .the  time  1  Saw  it. 
Q.  D.d  anybody  else  see  it  at  that  time  5 
A.  Not  that  I  recollect. 

Q   Have  yoii  .shewn  it  to  any  bodyelse  besides  Celonel 
Hamilton  sincetyouthave  been  in  town  >-u+A:  No, 
Q,.  Wheie  didiyou  -put  it  when  you  saw  it  last  * 
A.  Among  some  other  papeis  which  I  had  ui  my  bureau* 
,  Q.  You  are  qui&e  confident  yduhave  not  got  it  now?' 
A.  I  have  rnislaid4t  somewhere. 

Q.  Did  you  carry  it  about  with  you  m  yom  pocket  at 
any  lime  I'—A.  Nevei,  > 

(±.  Was  it  with  you  when  you  wete  in  Spain  No, 

Q.  Hnwicarue'itto  tee  with  you  in  the  Coflee*  HorJse  in 
Southampton  Row1,  if  yon  n^ver  cairied  it  about  with 
you  ? — A.  To  shew  Colonel  Hamilton. 

(£.  ,Had  you  it  with  you  when  you  were  at  the  British 
Coffee  House? — A.  No.  - 

Q.  Had  you  gone  home  between  b  i'ig  at  the  Coffee 
House  in  Southampton  Row  and  coming  to  the;  Biit^b 
Cofrle  House  >—A.  Yes. 

Where  do  you  live? — A.  In  Lyon's  Inn. 

No.  XIX.— V.  2.  M  LHi 
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Lor^Temph.    Q.  You  stated  that  Mi a.  Clarke  gave 
you  the  note  in  queftiou  ? — A.  Yes. 
»<2-  Did  you  read  the  not©  when  she  gave  it  to  you  ; 
A.l  believe  Tdid. 

Q.  Was  it  a  sealed  note  or  an  open  note  I 
^3  ?t  .An  open,  note. 

Q.  You  stated  that  you  had  not  the  notewith  you 
aWoad^  wheje  did  you  lodge  before  you  went  abroad  ? 
A.  At  Lyon's  Inn. 

Qi  Didyau  leaye,  your  papei  s  at  Lyon's  Inn  ? 
A.  Certainly. 

Q.  The  note  you  say.  was;  f  ot  a  sealed  note ;  to  -whom 
was  it  directed  }  , 

A.  I  do  not  recollect  that  it-bad  any  address. 

Q.  You  surely,  must  recoilectwhen  you  read  the  note  ; 
did  you  read  it  when  Mi  s.  Clarke  dehveied  it  to  you  ? . 

A.  It  is  so  long  ago  1  do  not  lecollect,  it  is  five  years 
ago  nearly,  and  I  cannot ,  change  .my  memory  whether  I 
read  it  or  not. 

Mr.  Cpvendish  Bradshaw.  Q>.  Weie  you  not  to  receive 
some  pecuniary  coasideratiun  fiom  some  person  or  other 
on  the  Gazetting  oi  Majoi  Tonyn  >— A.  Not  a  farthing. 

Q.  Why  were  you  so  anxious  that  Major, Tonyn  should 
wait  a  lew  days  in.  hopes  of  his  feeing  Gazetted  >  •■ 

A.  To  oblige  Mr<s»  Clarke,  who  wanted  the  money  ex- 
ceedingly. 

'(&.  Were  you  confident  that  he  would.  be  Gazetted  in  a 
few  days',  from  the  influence  of  M1  s.  Clarke  > 
A.  No,.  I  doubted  hei  influence  very  much  then. 
Q.  Can  you  by  any  possibility  now  ptoduce  the  note,? 
A*  It  is  no,'  about  me.  ,  . 

Q.  Can.yoVby  any  possibility  now  produce  ths  note  ? 
A.  If  I  can  possib  y  find  it  I  will  produce  it. 
Mr.  Whthread.  Q.  Is  it  p  >ss>ible  that  you  should  find  it  ? 
A-  I  have  seaiched  every  where,  and  i  cannot  find  it. 
Q.  L  it  possible  that  you  should  find  it  ? 
A.  1  shou'd  ho;?e  it  is  possible. 
Q.  What  is  the.gvmnd  A  that  hope"? 
A.  Having  put  it  among  other  papeis.in  my  bureau. 
d.  Is  it  then  in  the  tau,e£ui  ? — A.  That  I  do  not  know, 
Q.  Has  any  body  acceas  Co  that  bureau  b'ut  yourself? 

A.  Nov/ 
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At  Now  and  then  my  wife. 

Q.  Do  you  know  that  that  note  is  now  in  the  posses 
,*ion  of  youi  wite  01  -any  other  ^ei  son  ? 

A.  Not  to  the  best  ol  my  knowledge. 

A.  Have  you  given  thaf  note  into  the  posaession  of  any 
body  to  be  kept  ? — A.  No.  ■      .>  . 

Q.  Have  you  given  it  into  the  postesstowdf  any  peijon 
to  be  handed  to  another  person  to  be  kept,? — A.  No. 

Q.  Is  it  01  is  it  not  desUoyed.? 

A.  Not  to  the  best  cf  my  knowledge. 

Q.  Have  you  given  it  to  any  person  to  be  destroyed  ? 

A,  .Nevef.  to  the  best  of  my  knowledge  ;  1  have  hot  de-^ 
Stioyed  it. 

Q.  Do  you  know  that.it  is  destroyed  ? 

i,  1  am  pretty  clear  that  it  is  not  destroyed. 

Q.  If  you  are  pretty  clear  thaut  is  notdestreyed,  whe*e 
did  you  put  it  when  you  last  saw  it  ? 

A.  Among  some  papers  tnisiy  bureau. 

Q.  Have  you  the  key.  ohthat-hfireau  nowisboutyou  ? 
,  A.  No,  I  believe  my  wiie  has  it. 

Q  ^What  .makes  y©u.*c;cleai  that  it  is  n©t  destroyed? 
*    A'1  Becau'se  J  never  desired)  i.t  should  be  destroyed. 

<3.  Wh'en  you  spy  you  nevei  dewed  it  should  be  de- 
stroyed ,  ilbat'ianswei  has  reference  to  some  other  perton 
to  whotti  that  desire  must  have  been  expressed  if  you  hay* 
denned  it;  whom  do  you  mean  when  you  refer  to  some 
other  person,  to  whom  such  desire  •must1  have  'bet*ri' ex- 
pressed ? — A.  1  know  no  oiber  pesson  in  the  business.  • 

Q.  JThen  -whatA}  ydu  'gnbafa  by  saying  you  never'de'sired 
it  should -be  destroyed  ? 

A.  I  was  asked :if  I  'had  desired  it  should  be  deftfeyjecfc, 
and  I  said  no.  '  ■> 

Q.  You  were  asked  whethei  it  was  destroyed  ?■ 

A.  And  I  said,  not  by  my  desite. 

jQ.  Yqu  Neither  destroyed  it  yourself,  lior  desired  any 
Other  peison  to  destroy  it  } — A.  No. 
ty.  ~£b,ep->rt  is  m»  exrstttfiee      A.  !  should.hope-  it  is. 
Attorney  General.    Q.  You  say  that  you  put  'this  paper 
into'a  bure»iu  wwliotber  papers,  when  did  you  do'  that  > 

A.  1  believe  it  was  at  ih-e  time,  of  course  the  last  time 
I  saw  it,  which  might  be  live  or  six  days  ago,    •  *    . - 

M2  €L.  How 
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Q.  How  long  was  it  befoie  you  weie  cximmed  here  be- 
fore ? — d.  I  do  not  recoiled. 

_    Q.  In  what  loom  in  your  house  is  this  btueau  in  which 
you  say  you  put  it  ? 

A.  It  is  in  mysittirg  toom  ;  I  have  but  one  sitting  room. 

Q.  Have  you  seaiched  that  buieaufor  it  since  ? 

A.  I  have  looked  for  it,  but  ceuid  not  find  it. 

Q.  Have  you  examined  the  papers  in  that  bateau  to  see 
whether  it  is  among  them  ? 

A.  I  have  a  variety  of  papers,  it  may  be  among  them  3 
I  have  searched,  but  could  not  find  it. 

Do  you  mean  to  say  you  have  bearehed  in  that  bureau 
foi  it  ? — A.  Yes.' 

Sir  S  Eamley.  Q.  You  have 'said  that-  you  saw  this 
paper  six  days  ago,  was  that  the  same  papei  which  was 
given  to  yoa  by  Mrs.  Clarke  ? — I  think  it  was. 

Q.  Are  you  sure  that  it  was  > 

A.  I  am  very  pertain  that  it  was. 

Q.  Did  you  xead  it  six  days  ago  ? — A.  No. 

Q.  If  you  did  not  read  it  six  days  ago,  how  are  you  sure 
it  was  the  same  paper  you  received  from  Mrs.-Claike  i 

A,  It  is  a  remarkable  piece  of  paper,  and  I  could  not 
fbiget  it. 

62.  What  was  there  remarkable  in  the  paper  but  the 
writing  on  it  j ? — A.  Dirty. 

Q.  Yqu  have  said  that  you  saw  the  paper  six  days  ago, 
and  that  y,ou  looked  for  it  two  days  ago  j  where  did  you 
look  for  it  two  days  ago  ' 

A.  Where  I  had  supposed  I  had  put  it,  in  the  bureau. 

Q.  You  said  that  you  left  it  six  davs  ago  with  other 
jaipers  in  a  bureau ;  when  you  looked  two  days  ago,  were 
the  other  papers  thete  ? — A.  I  think  they  were. 

Q.  And  this  paper  was  the  only  one  mtssing  ? 

A.  It  appeared  so  to  me. 

Q;  Who  had  the  key  of  your  bureau,  between  this  sis 
days  ag°  and  tn  e  two  days  ago  ?  1 1 

A,  Sometimes  myself,  sometimes  my  wife,  sometimes 
it  is  left  in1  the  bureau. 

Q.  Do_ytni  think  that  if  a  Messenger  was  sent  with  you 
now  to  yourj  rooms,  you  could  find  the  papers  ? 

A.  I  really  do  not  know. 

a.  What 
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Q.<  What  do  you  believe  ? 

A.  I  really  cannot  tell ;  I  looked  two  or  three  times  for 
ft,  and  I  could  not  find  it  two  days  ago ;  it  is  mislaid  in 
some  place  or  othei. 

Q.  What  reason  had  you,  in  the  beginning  of  yoar 
evidence  this  night,  for  saying  you  did  not  believe  s^ch  a 
paper  had  ever  existed  ?  _ 

A.  It  was  a  very  unpleasant  circumstance,  and  I  would 
have  wished  to  have  forgotten  it. 

Q.  What  circumstance  do  you  mean  was  unpleasant? 

A.  The  whole  of  the  business  J  thought  unpleasant. 

Q..  Why  did  you,  having  come  to  the  bar  of  this  House 
to  disclose  eveiy  thing  else  you  knew  upon  the  subject, 
think  this  circumstance  pat  ticularly  unpleasant  > 

A.  I  did  not  think  this  cncum-.tance  particu'arly,  but 
the  whole  of  it,  .is  I  men:  to  led  before,  unpleasant. 

Q.  When  you  shewed  t'ns  note  to  Colonel  Hamilton, 
and  he  took  a  copy  of  it,  did  }ou  at  that  time  read  it  ? 

A.  No,  I  did  not. 

Q.  When  you  first  mentioned  the  note  to  Colonel  Ha- 
milton, how  did  y  At  descnbe  it  * 

A.  Spaakmgof  the  promotion  of  Major  Tonyn,  I  said 
there  was  a  note  m  my  possession  that  mentioned  some- 
thing about  his  promotion. 

General  Phipps.  Q.  By  whom  did  you  state  that  note 
to  have  been  written  ? — A.  I  cannot  take  upon  me  to  say. 

Q.  Can  you  take  upon  yourself  to  say  you  did  not  state 
it  to  have  been  written  by  the  Duke  of  York  ? 

A.  I  nevei  saw  the  Duke  of  York's  hand-writing,  and 
therefore  I  could  not. 

Q.  Can  y©J  take  upon  y-urself  to  say  you  did  not  state 
it  to  have  been  written  by  the  Duke  of  York  ? 

A.  I  certainly  eou'd  not. 

Q.  Did  you?—  A.  No,  I  did  not. 

Q.  Did  you  state  it  to  have  been  written  in  the  name 
of  the  Duke  of  York  ?— A,  No. 

Q.  la  whose  name  did  you  state  it  to  have  been  written  ? 

A.  I  stated  no  name. 

Q.  As  you  permitted  Colonel  Hamilton  to  take  a  copy 
of  th's  note,  did  you  youiself  take  a  copy  oi  it  ? 
A.  No,  havmg  the,,  original  there  was  no  occasion. 

M3  Q..  Did 
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Q.  Did  you  think  this  a  note  of  any  importance  ? 
A.  No,  1  did  not. 

Q.  Was  the  copy  Colonel  Hamilton  took  of  the  note  a 
correct  copy  ' — A.  I  do  not  know. 

Q.  Did  you  read  the  copy  which  Colo'nel  Hamilton 
•took  ? — A.  No. 

Q.  Was  there  any  s'gnatu-e  to  the  note  ? 

A.  To  the  best  of  my  rcco'kction,  none. 

Q.  Did  you  know  whose  hand-wiiting  it  wffs  I — A.  No. 

Q.  Do  you  know  Mis.  Clarke's  hand-wiiting  ? 

At.  Sometimes. 

Q.  Was  it  in  her  hand-writ  ng  ? 

A.  I  really  cani>ot  take  upon  me  to  say. 

<2„  Did  you  ever  see  her  wine  5 — A.  Repeatedly. 

Q.  Does  Mi,.  Clatke  wiite  in  different  hand-writings 
or  always  in  her  own  ' 

A.  I  have  repeatedly  had  notes  from  Mr>.  Claike,  which 
have  been  written  sodirleientiy  that  1  could  not  have  sup- 
po.ed  them  to  6e  the  same  person's  vuit  ng. 
-  LoidB.Peity.  Q  Have  jou,  either  beioie  orafuryou 
com  numcated  this  n<>te  to  Colonel  Hamilton,  had  any 
conversaii'Jii  oi  communication  \*i'h  anyperson  whatever 
rt spect.ugthat  n.'te  ? 

A.  Not  to  the  best  o;  my  recollecti-jn. 

Sir  J  Graham,  Q  Wis  any  person  present,  six  days 
ago  and  two  days  ago,  when  you  weie  searching  for  this 
note  ' — A.  No 

Q.  You  are  sure  there  was  no  person  in  the  room  at  the 
t  i«e  > 

A.  No,  except  my  wife,  she  might  be  in  the  room. 
Q.  Had  your  wife  and  you  any  cojveisat'on  on  this  sub- 
ject > 

A  Of  course  a  great  deal,  which  *e  have  every  day. 
Q.  Did  she  ever  state  to  you  she  had  destroyed  the  note  ? 
r  A.  Never. 

Q.  Did  she  ever  state  to  you  that  she  had  delivered  it  ta 
any  other  person  ' — A.  Never. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  desire  her  to  take  it  out  of  the  bureau  ? 
A.  Ne'vei. 

Mr.  Btagge  Bathurst.    Q.  How  was  the  copy  taken  ? 
A.  Coionei  Hamilton  copied  it. 

'      <3.  Was 
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Q.  Was  it  compared  with  the  original  after  it  was  co- 
pied ? — A.  Not  that  1  know  of. 

<2.  Where  did  you  put  it  after  it  was  copiedi 
A,  Into  my  pocket-book. 
Q.  With  other  paper?  or  singly  > — A.  Singly. 
Q.  Did  you  go  home  from  the  Coffee  House  ? 
A  Immediately. 

Q.  How  did  you  deposit  it  in  the  buieau  * 

A.  By  putting  it  into  the  buieau. 

ft.  Did  you  put  it  in  a  bundle  with  any  other  papers? 

A.  Not  that  I  recollect. 

Endeavour  to  answer  posifvely  to  questions  within 
your  own  knowledge  ? 

t    A.  I  cannot  i  etollect  whether  i  did  or  not. 

Q.  Have  you  se  ictied  all  jour  bundles  of  paper  >as  well 
as  your  loose  papei  s  ? 

AL,  Geneiaily  sneaking,  1  think  I  have. 

Q.  How  can  you  undertake  to  sa>  it  is  not  in  your  bu> 
u.ui,  'f  you  have  not  searched  allyoui  papers  ? 

A,  I  th  nk  I  have  searched  all  tny  papeis. 
,    Q,  When  you  nut  Co'onel  Hamilton  at  the  British 
Coffee  Hou  e,  you  say  you  d'd  not  tell  bun  it  was  de- 
stroyed ? — A.  Certainly  not. 

Q.  Did  y^usay  any  thing  to  him  about  tt'e  note  ? 

A.  I  had  no  conversation  with  him  upon  ihe  subject. 

Q,  Then  you  did  not  say  to  him  that  "  they  had  forgot 
the  note  ;" — A.  No,  "  they  forgot  it." 

Q.  Any  such  wods  as  that?- — -A.  No. 

Q.  What  is  it  makes  thib  particular  circumstance  of  the 
note  so  unpleasant  to  you  ? 

A'.  It  is  no  Jut  ther  unpleasant  than  my  losing  the  nole  ; 
if  1  could  find  it  I  should  produce  it  with  the  gieatest  plea- 
sui  e. 

Q,  Dd  not  you  say,  that  the  reason  for  your  not^  ad- 
mitting that  you  knew  of  this  note^  at  the  beginning  of 
tins' examination,  was,  that  it  was  an  unpleasant  circum- 
stance that  you  wished  to  foiget  > 

A.  The  whole  of  the  business  t  conccwe  to  be  unplea- 
sant, and  I  was  very  sorry  that  I  had  any  thing  to  do  with  it. 

Q.  What  is  there  particulaily  unpleasant  in,  tbeciicum- 
stance  of  this  note  ? — A.  My  having  lost  it  or  mislaid  it.' 

Q.  How 
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Q.  How  cas  the  circumstance  of  your  having  lost  it,  in* 
duce  you  to  deny  your  ever  having  had  it  ? 

A.  Fiom  the  reason  that  it  was  unpleasant  throughout 
the  wh  ile. 

Q.  What  is  the  unpleasantness  yon  conceive  in  confess- 
ing you  have  host  it,  if  it  be  true  ? 

Q.  I  should  be  very  sorry  that  1  had  lost  it,  and  I  hope 
I  shall  find  it. 

Q,  What  is  the  unpleasantness  you  conceive  in  confess- 
ing you  have  lost  if,  if  it  be  true  ? 
,    A.  That  is  the  unpleasant  pat  t,  that  I  have  lost  it. 

Q.  What  is  the  unpleasant  part  ? 

A.  That  I  have  lost  it. 

Q.  How  can  the  circumstance  of  your  having  lobt  it, 
induce  you  to  deny  ypui  ever  having  had  it  ? 

A.  Fiom  the  reason  that  it  was  unpleasant  thioughout 
the  whole. 

<J.  Did  you  not  deny,  at  the  first  part  of  youi  examina- 
tion, that  you  had  such  a  note  * 

A.  I  conceived  that  I  had  not  the  note. 

Q.  Were  you  asked,  whether  you  had  the  note  now,  or 
whether  such  a  note  had  ever  been  in  ex  stence  ? 

A.  I  was  afcked,  in  the  fir^t  instance,  whether  the  note 
was  in  existence,  or  whether  a  note  was  in  existence,  and 
I  believe  I  doubted  it-,  since  which  I  have  recollected  it. 

"  Withdraw  !"  "  •withdraw) !"  fiom  all  parts  of 
the  House. 

{The  Witness  was  directed  to  withdraw/] 

Th.e  Speaker*  addressed  the  Chairman  Mr. 
Wharton,  to  the  following,  effect  upon  the  present 
occasion,  I  conceive  the  first  proceeding  is  to  move 
that  Captain  Huxiey  Sandon  has  been  guilty  of  gross 
prevarication  in  the  testimony  he  has  given  this 
night  at  the  bar."  (Cries  oj  move,  move). 

Sir  Samuel  Romilly — I  rise,  Sir,  not  to 
object  to  the  proposition  of  the  Right  Honourable 

*  Mr.  Charles  Abbott- 
Gentleman. 


(  ) 

(Sentleman,  but,  as  I  am  anxious  to  put  a  question 
to  the  witness,  I  wish  to  ascet  tain  whether  it  would 
He  fn  order  after  the  Committee  bad  adopted  this 
resolution.    [C> us  oj  move,  movc3j»-,ve) 

The  Speaker'.  I  -beg  leave  to  rue  j  that  Captain 
Huxley  Sandon  has  been  guilty  of  gro  a  prevarication 
in  the  evidence  that  he  has  given  thi  night  at  the 
bar,  The  question, being  put,  wns  airkist  continued 
cries  of  aye,  aye,  carried. nemine  couti  adicente, 

The  Spkakbr.  I  next  move  thap  the  Chairman 
do  immediately  report  the  Resolution  to  the  House. 

The  House  having  resumed,  received  the  Report, 
and, 

[The  Speaker  having  taken  the  Chair,] 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  moved, 
that  the  said  Captain  Huxley  Sandon  should  be  taken 
into  the  custody  at  the  Serjeant  at  Arms. — {Grtes  of 
Newgale!  Newgate  !). 

The 'Speaker  communicated  to  the  House, "thit 
in  such  cases  there  were  two  distinct  processes'  to 
be  followed. 

Lord  PotKSTONEf  As  an  amendment  to  the 
motion  of  the  Right  Honourable  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  I  move  that  the  said  witness  be 
forthwith  committed  to  the  Gaol  of  Newgate. 

Mr.  Bathurst  wished  to  know,  whether  by 
'not  acceding  to  the  amendment  the  original  motion 
was  hazarded  ? 

The  Speaker  stated,  that  there  were  three  mtodes 
for  the  adoption  of  the  House,  namely,  -to  commit 
the  witness  to  the  custody  of  the  Serjeant  at: Arms, 
to  deny  any  access  to  him,  or  to  send  himto  New- 
gate. ■ 

TheCHArrcELLOR  oftheExcHEauERobservdd, 
that  it  was  by  no  means  his  intention,  to 'limit  his 
motion  to  the  dry  committal  of  the  witness  to  the 
custody  of  the  Serjeant  at  Arms.    There  were  other 

objects 


(    130  ) 

objects  to  be  considered,  such  as  directing  the  Ser- 
jeant to  convey  the  witness  to  his  lodgings,  in  order 
to  examine  foi  this  note  amongst  his  pa'peis^and 
torhaVchim  near  to  the  House,  incase  tWCom- 
mittee  should  fee1,  a  wish  to  examine  him,  on  any 
■ji'aint  which  may  subsequently  arise.  ', 

'Lord  FoiKSTSNE,  on  those  grounds,  'withdrew 
his  amendment. 

'Mr.  Sumner  recommended  the  expediency  of 
seizing  b.n  all  thepapers  of  the  witness,  and  of  taking 
^he  Ttflfe  into  instant  custody, lest  she  should  destroy 
"th'e'dppu'metit  which  was  sought. 
•^BheSfF.AKEJi  intimated,  that  al though  the  pre- 
cedents of  the  House  empowcied  it,  to  appiebend 
suppoMd  delinquents  and  to  send  Us  offi'ceis  to  make 
^er-y-><-:xfttnin.atii>n  conducive  fa.  the  ends  of  justice, 
fyUl  <it  Avould  ..consider  seriously  whether  $he'pr»> 
*\%e#.t  -wjas-a  c&aef  to  ,c*irry :sush  a  power  into  ejFejct.' 

Lord  Temple  considered  it^a  cage  nvb#re  tliss 
liftuse.  ougbt-torappoin-t: a  Gommittee  for  the  exami- 
nation of  all  the  >pap3R>  of  the  witness.  He  believed 
there  were  precedents  m  the  period  of  the  South  Sea 
tiouee  investigations. 

•The  SpitAKKR — Such  a-power  wa&ex-ercised  in  the 
^^ign.pfrQh'aries  II.  whem  a  Committee  was  deputed 
to  examine  the  papers  of  Mr.  Montague,  at  White- 
hall. >  , 

.  T.be  Cstance llo r  of  theExcHKauER  thought 
that  the  House  should  not,  in  the  present  atage,  di- 
.sdCfrAbat  the  wife  of  the  witness  should  be  taken  mto 
'custody,  although  it-might  be  expedient  to  have  her 
^summoned. 

,,  Mr.  S  p  m'neb,  explained,  that  his  object  in  recom- 
mending such  a  proceeding,  aiose  out  of  th.eevi« 
ideriioe  'ef-  the  witness  .himself,  -w-ho  stated,' ^hat  his 
wife  had  access  to  the  bave.au  in  which  this  note  wa» 

Lord 
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Lord. Temple,  conceiving  it  provable  that  other 
papers  connected  with  the  issue  of  this  investigation 
were  in  the  possession  of  the  witness,  thought  it  ad- 
visable in  the.  House  to  depute  two  of  its  Members, 
to.  select  and  examine*  all  the  papers  at  his  lodgings. 

Mr.  Ba«krs  considered  the  proposal"  of  the 
Chancellor  of !  the1  Exchequer,  to  send  the  Serjeant' 
at"  Arms,  or  his  proper  officer,  as  the  milder  and 
equally  effectual  course. 

As  the  motion  to  that  effect  was  about,  to  ,be  put— 

The  Serjeant  at  Arms  having  taken  Captain 
Huxley  Sandon  into  custody,  by  Older  ofthe 
House,  a  request  from  him  was  CQmmuni- 
cated  to  the  House,  that  he  might  be  brought, 
to  the  Bar  ;  which  being  done,  he  addressed 
the,House,as,  follows ; 

I  frraft'liiimbly  J)  ipe  that  this  Honourable  House  will 
do  me»  the  honour  of  excusing  my  pievaiication ;  and  I 
beg  to  assure  them  it  is  iriot  irotii  a  bad  hepit,  but  a  con- 
fused,head..  I  am  exceedingly  sany  I  have  done  any  thing 
to  disp'ease  this  h'onpu,i$bl,#' fchiuse.  I  come  hereto  offer 
eve.y  thing  in  atonement  I  possibly  can,  and  I  hope  the 
Hon-e  will  do  me  the  h  onou-tto  htar  me. 

Mr.  Speakei . — li  the  Pi  isoner  has  more  to  (  ffer  to  then 
House,  tbi!>  is  his  time. 

Captain  Sandon. — With  regatd  to  the  evidence  >.  Is  it  to 
the  evidence  1  am  taspifvk  > 

Mr  Speaker. — You  will  offer  to  the  House  \\  hatever,yoi) 
think  becto'iies  \our  case  and  situation 

Capi'Hi  Sa  ulon  - — T  beg  pard  n  ot  the  House  for  rhy  p  ,e-' 
yaucati  n,  and  I  btg  that-'tbe  House  will  do  me  the  h  mouT> 
to  excuse  rdy  extraordina  y  behaviour  ;  ..ml  will  be  as- 
sured, that  all  I  have,  and.  all  I  know -now  I  certainly  wilt 
relate.  With  regard  ito  theinQse  in  question,  it  is  not  de- 
stroyed ;  I  have  it  iu  my  {  o;> session  at. my,  cbambeis  ;  if  • 
it_is  requited  I  can  go  and  feich  it,  I  think  I  can  put  my 
hands  upon  it :  the  note  that  you  wete  speaking  ot  was 
given  me  to  shew  Mrijoi  Tonyn,  and  to  say  that  h,s  p'o- 
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motion  would  not  go  on  unless  he  paid  the  money.  I  took 
fhe  note,  and  produced  it  to  Major  Tonyn,  with  that  mes- 
sage. I  shewed  him  the  note,  with  what  I  mentioned  be- 
fore, desiring  him  to  wait  thiee  or  four  days.  1  believe 
he  said,  what  I  lelated  to  this  Honouiable  Hou&e  before, 
that  he  would,  in  consequence  of  this  note  whioh  I  shewed, 
him.  I  brought, back  the  note,  and-.  I  have  it  now  in  my 
possession  :  he  was  gazetted,  and  the  five  bundled  pounds 
■was  paid  to  Mrs.  Clarke,  and  the  twenty-five  pounds  to 
Mi^.  Donovan.  If  this  Honourable  House  would  wish  to 
see  the  note,  I, will  go  and  fetch  it.  As  to  who  wrote 
the  note,  1  cannot  take  upon  me  to  say  :  Mrs.  Claike  told 
me  it  was  written  b)  the  <Duke  of  York. 

Mr.  Speaker — Does  the  Prisoner  desiie  to  add  rnore  ? 

Captain  Sandon. — I  have  nothing  rnoieto  say  relative  to 
that ;  I  only  humbly  hope  the  House  will  do  me  the  ho- 
Hour-of  excusing  me  the  prevaiication  I  made  use  of. 

[The  Prisoner  was  then  taken  from  the  Bar ; 
and  the  House  determined  that  he  should  be 
sent  in  custody  to  his  chambers  to  fetch  the, 
Papers ;  and  that  he  should  be  brought  be- 
fore., the  Committee  ef  the  whole  House 
whenever  they  mould  see  fit.'] 

Sir  Watkin  Williams  Wynne  urged  the 
liropriety  of  questioning  the  witness  on  his  reasons 
for  denying  any  knowledge  of  where  the  note  was, 
Jjefore  he  should  have  time  to  fabiicate  any  pretext. 

Lord  Hen  ry  Petty  postponed  the  discussion  of 
the  Cintr'a  Convention,  which  stood  for  to-morrow, 
until  Tuesday  next,  having  understood  that  the 
public  seivice  rendered  it  necessary  to  vote  the 
Army  Estimates  on  Monday  next. 

Mr.  Ponsonby  and  Mr.  Whitehead,  post- 
poned their  two  motions,  and  without  fixing  on  any 
particular  day,  with  an  understanding  that  they 
should  precede  all  other  subjects,  as  soon  as  the  de- 
licate and  important  investigation  now  before  the 
House  was  terminated. 

The 
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The  Speaker  leffthe  Chair,  and  the  Committee 
resumed  its  examination. 

Mrs.  MARY  ANN  CLARICE  was  called  in,  and 
examined  by  the  Committee,  as  follows :  , 

Chancellor  of  th-c  Exchequer.    Q.  Do  you  recollect  what 
passed  between  you  and  Captain  Sandou  in  consequence  of 
any  application  from  Major  Tonyn,  expressing  his  impa- 
t  eace  at  the  length  of  time  that  elapsed  before  he  pro-  . 
cured  his  appointment  ? 

A.  No  ;  I  real  y  do  not  know,  although  I  have  been 
'  reading  Captain  bandon's  evidence  just  now  in  the  room 
I  have  been  in. 

Q.  Do  you  mean  the  evidence  he  gave  on  a  former  day 
when  he  was  examined  ? — A.  Yes. 

Q.  In  the  filth  numbei  of  the  Minutes  > 

A.  1  believe  it  is  one  of  the  last  that  has  been  printed. 

Q,  You  do  not  recollect  Captain  Sandon's  coming  ti> 
jou  at  all  upon  the  subject  > 

A.  1  recollect  that  Captain  Sandon  was  employed  by 
Majoi  Tonyn;  I  am  confident  as  to  thai. 

Do  you  recollect  Captain  Sandon's  at  anj  time  ac- 
quainting you  with  Major  Tonyn's  impatience  upon  the 
subject  > 

A.  No,  I  do  not,  alth  mgh  I  have  been  reading  about  it, 

Q..  \ou  do  nor  remember  any  rcptesentation  having 
been  made  to  you  by  Captain  Sandon,  that  Major  Tonyn 
intended  to  withdraw  the  deposit  he  had  made,  in  conse- 
quence of  delay  ? 

A.  No,  I  do  not  recollect  it  j  though  he  might  have, 
perhaps,  mentioned  it. 

Ci.  Do  you  recollect  having  sent  any  message  to  Majdr 
Tonyn  by  Captain  Sandon  ? 

A.  I  cannot,  recollect  that  I  did  ;  perhaps  it  is  likely, 
"but  it  is  a  long  while  since. 

<}.  Do  you  recollect  having  sent  any  paper  to  Major  To* 
n)n  by  Captain  Sandon  ? — A.  \\  hat  s>ort  ot  paparr 

ft.  Any  paper. 

A.  I  could  speak  mole  positively  if  it  was  mentioned 
what  sort  of  paper. 

No.  XX.— V.?  N  A  Any 
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<2.<  Any  Written  paper. 

A.  Of  my  own  writing,  or  any  other  person's  i 
41.  Any  written  paper. 

A.  I  do  not  recollect ;  I  was  always  rery  cautious  of 
giving  any  written  papei  out  of  my  hands. 

Q.  As  4ar  as  yon  recollect,  you  have  not  sent  any  written 
paper  to  Major  Tonyn  ? 

A.  I  do  not  think  I  did,  but  I  cannot  speak  positively. 

Q.  As  you  weie  so  caut'ous  in  putting  any  paper  out  of 
your  hands,  would  you  not  have  recollected  that  ciicum- 
stance  if  it  had  occur;  ed  ? 

A.  If  he  meant  to  infinuate  that  there  was  any  wiiting 
of  the  Duke  of  York's,  I  never  did  in  my  life  to  any  one. 

Q.  You  are  quite  sure  you  never  committed  any  paper 
to  Captain  Sandon,  which  you  represented  as  the  writing 
of  the  Duke  of  York  > 

A.  I  am  quite  certain,  not  to  .my  one  whatever,  except 
lately,  and  once  to  Mr.^Manneis  a  iew  notes. 

Q.  If  you  had  sent  such  a  paper  by  Captain  Sandon  to 
Major  Tonyn,  is  it  possible  that  you  could  have  foi gotten  it  ? 

A.  No,  f  should  not  have  foigotten  any  thing  f  that 
sort  belonging  to  the  Duke    f  York. 

Q.  Are  you  acquainted  with  Mrs.  Uovenden  ? 

A.  I  was. 

Mr.  tertian.  Q.  Do  yru  iec  'llect  at  any  time  luv  ng 
received  a  note  from  the  Duke  of  Yoik  upon  the  bubject 
oi  Maj>>r  Tonyn  ? 

A.  No,  I  d  >  not ;  theie  was  no  occasio  i  f  x  any  notes 
to  pass,  because  I  was  in  the  hab  t  of  set  ing  his  Royal 
Highness  every  tidy,  except  he  was-  m  the  countiy,  and 
that  happened  pe,hd,,s  only  tor  a  week  or  ten  days  irl  one 
yeai . 

Q  D  d  vou  ever  hear  Captain  Sandon  sav,  that  tie  had 
shewn  a  note  to  Major  Tony i>,  when  puipnted  to  be  a 
note  of  his  Royal    ighness  the  Duke  of  York  > — A.  No. 

Q.  You  are  n  >t  aw  re  of  any  note,  purpoi  ting  to  be  a 
nt  te  '  f  t  ,e  1  H.k<  ot  \oik,  being  shewn  Major  Tonyn  by 
Captain  S.mcion  t 

A.  No,  I  am  quite  clear  nothing  of  the  soit  was  ever 
meit'oned  to  oetoie. 

CI.  Do  y  -u  ,i.  -an  to  state,  that  you  did  not  g  ve  any 

note 
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i.ote  10  Captain  Sandon  which  might  appear  to.be  a  m'e 
ol  the  Duke  ol  York  s — A.  No. 

Q.  V"<>u  stated,  that  you  sent  some  notes  to  Mr.  Man- 
ners;  do  you  mean  to  state  that  those  were  in  the  hand- 
writing of  the  Duke  of  Yolk? — A.  Certainly  I  do.  >< 

Q.  Did  you  or  did  you  not  send  any  aote  to  Captain 
San don  ? 

A.  I  never  recollect  sending  him  any  note,  but  more 
especially  any  note  of  the  Duke  of  York'  s,  because  I  should, 
have  been  afraid  of  entrusting  it  to  him. 

[The  following  Questions  and  Answers  were  read.  

"  d.  As  you  were  so  cautious  in  putting  any  paper 
"out  of  your  hands,  would  you  not  have  recol- 
"  lected  that  circumstance  if  it  had  occurred  i  A. 
•«  !f  he  meant  to  insinuate  that  there  was  any 
"  writing  of  the  Duke  of  York's,  I  never  did  in 

"  my  life  to  any  one.  Q.  Yoa  are  quite  sure 

"  y>u  never  committed  any  paper  to  Captain  San- 
d  n,  which  you  represented  as  the  writing  of  the 
••  Duke  of  York  ?    A.  I  am  quite  certain  not  to 
"  any  one  whatever,  except  lately,  and  onde  to 
,  "  Mr  Manners  a  few  notes." 
Chancellor  of  tht  E&cheqnr.    Q.  How  does  it  occur  to 
y  11  to  tlrnk  thit  CapUt't  Gandon  might  have  insinuated 
any  such  t  ing  > 

A.  Because  I  think  iv;  tvight  have  insinuated  any  thing  j 
I  think  he  is  v-'iv  <h|".'  to  it. 

Q  If  Captiiu  f.naon  hi',  presented  any  note  to  Major 
Tonyi,  pnr  >i ti  g  to  be  a  note  vntten  by  the  Duke  of 
York,  and  given  toh  ui  by  you,  is  it  true  ? 

A.  I  do  n  t  think  it  is,  and  I  am  am^st  suie  it  is  not, 
perhaps  tie  has  winten  oik*  himse'f. 

Q.  During  the  negoc  ation  wit'i  M.'joi  Tonyn  for  the 
Majority,  was  any  lepiesentation  nh'de  to  y<..u  by  Captain 
Sandon,  fhat  Majoi  Tonyn  wa<  U>ed  of  waiting,  and 
threatened  to  withdraw  the  money  he  had  deposited  ? 
A.  I  do  not  recollect  "t. 

Alderman  Combe  Q.  Dii  you  ever  express  to  Captain 
Sandon  a  wish  on  your  j  ait  that  Major  Tonyn  would  not 
be  impatient,  because  you  wanted  the  money  which  you 
tvere  to  receive  upon  his  success  J 

N  2  A.  No, 
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A.  No,  that  would  be  the  veiy  reason  I  should  wish 
turn  to  he  impatient. 

Q.  in  ,the  last  interview  you  had  with  Capta;n  Sandon 
upon  the  subject  of  Major  Tonyn,  did  hp  wiite  any  thing 
id  your  presence? 

A.  It  is  impossible  for  me  to  say*  it  is  so  long  since. 

Q,  Do  you  recollect  Captain  Sandon  having  read  any 
thing  to  you  in  that  interview  \-r~A.  No,  I  do  pot. 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  a  paper  being  produced  before  you 
by  Captain  Sandon  at  that  interview  ? — A.  I  do  not. 

Sir  G.  Hill.  A.  Did  you  ever  express,  here  or  any 
where  else,  that  Major  Tonyn  was  a  shabby  fellow  for  his 
impatience  in  wisbing  to  withdraw  his  note  ? 

A.  No,  I  thought  him  a  perfect  Gentleman  when  Mr. 
Donovan  introduced  him  to  me,  and  wished  him  to  be 
made  a  Lieutenant-Colonel  previous  to  his  going  to  Ameri- 
ca ;  I  fancy  he  is  in  America  now. 

Mr.  Brand.  Q,.  Had  Captain  Sandon  any,  and  what  in- 
terest in  the  success  of  this  nego'ciarion  respecting  Major 
Tonyn  ? 

A.  Yes,  1  believe  he  effected  it  with  me  ;  there  was  no 
promotion-  in  the  48th  Regiment,  the  Duke  ©f  York  had 
stopped  it,  I  think,  for  two  years,  and  the  Captain  was 
very  eager  to  get  out  of  it  on  that  account, 

Q.  Was  Captain  Sandon  to  have  any  per-centage  or 
proportion  of  the  profit  arising  from  thesisccess  of  the  ne- 
gotiation, and  payment  to  be  made  upon  Major  Tonyn 's 
inaceess  in  his  appticat  on  for  promotion  J 

A.  I  believe  that  he  was,  for  I  have  understood  from  a 
great  many  persons,  that  Major  Tonyn  was  a  very 
generous  sort  of  a  man,  and  Captain  Sandon  would  not  have 
interested  hitnseif  so  much  as  lie  did  for  - him  without 
some  reward.  ' 

Q.  Did  you  ever  understand  f:om  Captain  Sandon  him- 
self that  he  expected  any  such  advantage  ? 

A.  Yes,  I  did,  and  from  eyery  one  that  he  mentioned 
to  me. 

Q.  Before  you  cameV)  the  Bar  of  this  House,  had  you 
any  information  of  the  substance  of  the  examination  of 
Captain  Sandon  before  tlie  Committee  to-night  ? 

A.  Not  the  least. 

[The 
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[The  following  Question  and  Answer  were  read.— — 
"  Q.  As  you  were  so  cautious  in  putting  any  paper 
*'  out  of  your  hands,  would  you  not  have  recol- 
"  lected  that  circumstance  if  it  had  occurred,  ?  A, 
"  If  he  meant  to  insinuate  that  there  was  any 
"  writing  of  the  Duke  of  York's,  1  never  did  in 
"  niy  life  to  any  one." 
Q.  Why  did  you  suppose  that  the  person  proposing  that 
question  meant  to  ref.-r  to  any  writing  of  the  Duke  of 
York  >-*-A.  From  wnat  one  of  the  Gentlemerj  said  to  me. 

Q.  Do  you  mean  any  question  which  has  been  put  to 
you  since  you  came  to  the  Bar  5 — A.  Certainly. 
Q.  Which  question  ? 

A,  Thequestiuis  from  the  Chancellor  of  the  .Exche- 
quer, 

(i.  Did  you  give  Captain  Sandon  any  part  of  the  profit 
you  were  to  receive  from  the  promotion  of  Major  Tonyn  ? 

A.  I  do  not  recollect  that  1  did,  but  he  used  to  g.ve 
himself,  I  believe,  from  Colonel  French's  money. 

Q.  You  did  not  give  him  any  yourself? 

A.  I  do  not  recollect  that  I  did. 

Q.  You  have  said,  that  you  understood  from  Captain- 
Sandon,  that  he  was  to  derive  some  profit  from  the  pro- 
motion of  Major  Tonyn  ;  state  what  Captain  Sandon  said; 
to  yon  upon  that  subject  ? , 

A.  Only  that  my  five  hundred  pounds  would  be  clear, 
and  that  where  he  had  his  from,  would  be  from  the  other 
party,  what  emolument  he  was  to  get  by  it. 

Mr.  REID  being  called  in— 

Mrs.  Clarke.  Q.  Is  there  any  precedent,  may  I  ask,  for 
having  two  Witnesses  at  the  Bar  of  this  House  at  one 

time.1 

Chairman.  A.  I  apprehend  the  Committee  will  call  to 
the  Bar  what  Witnesses  they  please. 

Mr.  JOHN  RE  ID  was  then  . 
examined  by  the  Committee,  as  follows  : 

Q.  Do  you  know  the  Witness  at  the  Bar? — A.  Yes,  I  do. 
Q.  Did  she  ever  come  to  your  house  under  the  naiae  of 
Mrs.  Dowler  ? — A,  By  ne  other  name. 

N  3  Q.  1? 


(    138  ) 

Q.  Is  the  Witness  at  the  Par  the  person  whom  you  ie» 
piesented  as  having  been  frequently  at  your  house  with 
Mr.  Dowler  51 — A.  Yes. 

Mrs.  Cl'iike.  Before  Mr.  Reid  leaves  the  place,  I  beg 
leave  to  say,  that  I  nevei  said  I  was  Mis.  Dowler  ;  he 
might  put  what  construction  he  thought  piopei  upon  it. 

(To  Mi .  Rod )  Q  Did  she  ever  answei  to  the  name  of 
Mrs.  Dowler  in  voui  piesence  ? 

A.  To  my  servants,  I  have  no  doubt  that  was  her  an- 
swer, up  hi  all  occasions  wheiv  ver  i  spoke  to  her,  1  al- 
ways, I  suppose,  said  "Mi'niii,"  bat  if  1  mentioned  any 
name  it  was  Mrs.  Dowlei. 

Q.  D  d  y  ;ii  <  vci  In  ai  he  add  esscd  as  Mr->.  Dowler  in 
youi  piesence' — A    \e?,  1  ha\e. 

Q.  Did  she  answer  to  that  address  5 — A  Yes. 

Q.  Did  you  evei  heai  her  answet  to  the  name  of 
Clafke  ■ 

A.  I  never  heaul  her  called  by  any  rthei  n?me  but  that 
of  Mis.  Dowkr  ,  1  nevei  heard  hei  called  by  the  name  of 
Claike. 

AIi.  A  Biimg.  Q  Did  _you  believe  hei  name  to  be 
Dow  lei  '—A.  1  had  not  a  doubt  o'  it. 

Q  And  you  believed  her  to  be  manied  to  Mr.  Dowler? 
A.  1  bad  not  an)  doubt  of  that. 

Q.  Did  nothing  ever  occur  to  induce  jou  to  entertain  a 
doubt  ol  that  > — A.  Nevei. 

Q.  \ou  always  believed  the  Witness  at  the  Bar  to  be 
Mrs.  Duwlei,  and  the  wife  of  Mr.  Dowler  > 

A.  Yes,  I  inep-tioncd  that  before,  and  I  mentioned  a 
vty  paiticu'ar  c.icumstmce  why  I  thought  so. 

Mi.  C.  Adams.  Q.  Have  you  evei  heaid  Mis.  Clarke 
say  that  hei  name  was  Dowlei  3 

//.  I  never  heard  hei  mention  her  name  at  all. 

Q.  Would  you  not  have  been  afraid  of  the  credit  of 
■vour  house  il  y  >u  had  ca  led  her  by  any  other  name  > 

4.  Good  God  !  1  should  not  have  thought  of  any  thing 
«f  the  kind. 

Q.  Did  any  letteis  evei  come  to  Mis.  Clarke  by  any 
name  whats  >ever,  while  she  was  $t  youi  house  ? 

A.  Not  to  my  knowledge  ;  they  never  came  under  my 
inspection,  they  came  to  the  bar. 
,    Q.  Bv  whom  did  you  ever  hear  her  ca'kd  Mrs.  Dowler  > 

A.  By 
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A.  By  all  those  that  spoke  to  her  there ;  when  they 
came  to  my  house,  if  they  asked  for  her  at  all,  they  asked 
for  Mrs.  Dowler. 

Q.  Did  Mr.  Dowler  ever  call  Jicr  Mrs.  Dowler  in  your 
presence  ? 

A.  Upon  my  word  I  could  not  take  upon  me  to1  swear 
it,  but  I  always  understood  it  to  be  soj  ancfl  never  had 
any  doubt  about  it. 

Q.  By  whom  did  you  understand  it  to  be  so  ? 

A.  By  Mr.  Dowler  h^mselfcall'ng  her  Mrs.  Dowler. 

Q.  Did  Mr.  Dow  er  and' that  Lady  always  come  there 
together  ?— -.4.  No. 

Mr.  Waidh.  '  Did  Mr.  Dowler  lodge  thereat  any  time  ? 

A.  Yes. 

(i.  And  that  Lady  came  occasionally  ? — A.  Yes. 

Mrs.  Clatke.    That  was  when. the  Bailiffs  were  after  me. 

(To  Mr.  Reid.)  Q,  Were  there  many  inquiries  made 
at  your  house  in  the  name  of  Mrs.  Dowler  ?  ' 

A.  1  seldom  answer  any  inquiries  at  all,  I  leav?~my  wife 
to  do  it  ;  and  it  is  the  business  of  the  bar  maid. 

[Mr,  Reid  was  directed  to  withdraw. 

Mrs.  Clarke.  May  1  speak  a  ward;  I  merely  wish  to 
ask  a  question  of  some  of  the  Crown  Lawyers. 

,    [After  a  general  laugh,  and  a  cry  of  "  Order! 
order,"  the  Chairman  informed  the  Witness 

that  could  not  be  permitted.] 

~- 

General  Loft.    Q.  Do  you  know  Mrs.  Hovenden  ? 
A.  Yes,  I  do. 

Q.  Was  it  at  the  period  of  time  when  she  was  under 
the  protection  of  Mr.  Dowler,  brother  to  the  Mr.  Dowler 
who  has  been  examined  at  the  Bar  ? 

A.  He  has  no  brother. 

Q.  Were  you  in  the  habits  of  visiting  the  Taylor  family 
^yhen  they  lived  at  Bayswater  ?*---^.  Yes. 

Q.  Do  you  know  Mrs.  Taylor  very  well  ?— <-A.  Yes. 

Q.  Do  you  know  Mr.  Taylor A.  Yes.  - 

Q.  Did  you  know  there  was  a  Mr.  Taylor 

A.  Yes,  Miss.Taylor's  fathier.;  ■  '  ■ 

Q.  Did  yog  ever  see  Mrs.; Taylor  write  ? 

Ji.  Noy  i  cannot  say  that 4  did. 

Q.  You 
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Q.  You  never  have  been  in  the  habits  of  corresponding 
with  her  * 

A.  No,  only  with  Miss  Taylor,  and  Mr.  Dowler  does 
not  know  Mrs.  Hovenden. 

Q.  Do  you  know  a  Mr.  Chance,  a  Stock  Broker  ? 
A.  No,  I  do  not. 

Q.  Do  not  you  know  that  the  Mr.  Taylor  you  speak  of 
was  Mr.  Chance  ?  *  ■ 

A.  No,  I  know  he  is  not ;  I  know  he  is  Mi .  Taylor. 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  a  cuctwnstance  about  two  or  three 
years  ago,  ol  the  Miss  Taylor,  who-  was  examined  at  this 
Bar,  being  about  to  be  marjjied  to  a  Mt.  Knowles  ? 

A.  No,  I  do  n  >t ;  I  know  theie  was  a  young  man  paid 
his  address  to  her,  I  believe  a  physician,  but  ]  did  not 
know  that  there  was  any  mairiage  intended;  I  fancied  she 
had  not  liked  him. 

A.  Do  you  not  know  that  d  d  not  go  on,  on  account  of 
her  name  not  being  Tayloi  ' 

A  No,  I  do  not,  foi  I  know  her  name  is  Taylor,  and 
she  has  five  brothers  in  his  Majesty's  s<aivice,  who  bjar  the 
same  name  ,  thiee  in  the  Aimy,  and  two  in  the  Navy. 

Q.  Do  you  kaow  the  nge  of  Miss  Tayloi  ; — A.  No. 

Q.  Do  you  suppose  her  more  than  five  or  six  and  twenty  > 

A.  I  cannot  tell  any  thing  about  lier  age. 

Q,.  Do  you  know  that  Mrs.  Tayloi  is  a  widow,  and  not 
aroained  woman  ? 

A.  \To,  I  do  not,  because  I  know  her  husband. 

Q  Did  you  keep  a  man  cook  at  the  lime  you  lived  in 
Gloucester  Place  > — A.  Yes. 

Q.  Did  you  keep  more  than  one  5 

A.  The  man  generally  used  to  b'ing  his  assistant  with 
him  ;  it  is  a  regular  thing  that  when  you  have  a  man  cook, 
that  an  assistant  comes  with  him. 

(I.  You  did  not  keep  a  man  cook  by  the  year  > 
A.  No,  they  staid  a  very  short  time  with  me,  any  one  ; 
his  Royal  Highness  is  veiy  difficult. 

[The  Witness  was  directed  to  withdraw. 

[Mr.  Beresford  wished  to  put  a  few  questions 
to  the '  Honourable  Gentleman  who  had 
brought  forward  the  charge.]  > 
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GWYLLYM  LLOYD  WARDLE,  Es<**  was 
examined  in  his  place,  as  follows  :  v 

Q.  Have  you  placed  upon  the  table  of  this  Committee 
all  the  correspondence  you  have  had  with  Mrs.  Clarke, 
relative  to  the  accusations  you  have  brought  forward  ? 

A.  No,  certainly  not. 

Q.  Have  you  any  objection  so  to  do  ? 

A.  Yes,  most  assuredly,  I  have  a  very  great  objection. 

Q.  Have  you  any  objection  to  lay  upon  the  table  all 
those  letters  which  you  took  from  Mrs.  Clarke  ? 

A.  These  letters  are  already  all  laid  upon  the  table  5  and 
I  do  assure  the  Honourable  Gentleman,  I  do  not  know 
that  I  have  a  letter  of  Mrs,  Clarke's  at  this  moment  by  me. 

Mrs.  ALICE  CORRI  was  called  in,  and  examined 
by  the  Committee,  as  follows : 

Sir  J,  Hall.  Q..  Are  you  married  to  Mr#  Corri  the 
Music  master  ? — A.  Yes. 

<&.  How  long  have  you  been  married  ? 

A.  As  near  as  I  can  recollect,  fiveyears  next  April. 

Q.  Do  you  know  Mrs.  Clarke  Yes. 

A.  Do  you  recollect  a  conversation  that  passed  between 
Mrs.  Clarke  and  your  husband,  yourself  being  present, 
with  regard  to  certain  papers  which  Mis.  Clarke  expressed 
great  anxiety  to  have  burnt  ? — A.  Very  little. 

Q.  Relate  what  passed  upon  that  occasion,  as  fat  as  you 
recollect  ?  '  ^ 

A.  I  recollect  Mrs.  Clarke  telling  Mr.  C-jiri,  she  was 
just  going  to  him,  that  he  came  very  apiopos,  for  that 
there  had  been  something  satirically  inserted  in  the  news- 
paper, something  lelatiye  to  a  female  Clerk i  I  cannot 
recollect  the  whole  of  it,  not  thinking  that  1  should  be 
called  here  ;  and  she  begged,  if  there  were  any  letteis, 
Mr.  Corn  would  immediately  bum  them. 

Q.  Were  you  employed  in  burning  them  ? 

A,  Yes,  Mr,  Corri  gave  them  to  me, 

Q.  Did  you  actually  destioy  them  all  ? 

A.  Not  then,  I  did  not  destroy  any  of  them  at  the  time  j 
,1  laid  tjiem  in  a  box,  and  never  thought  of  them  till  just 
Jjefoie  this  proceeding  began  ;  I  think  last  Saturday  fort- 
night or  three  weeks,  Mr.  Anthony  Corri,  Son  of  Mr. 

Corri, 
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Corri,  bfdugfit  a  newspaper'to  ns,  stating  that  his  Father 
would  be  called  to  the  House  of  Commons  ;  it  immedi- 
ately then  came  to  my  mind,  that  I  had  those  letteis  by 
me,  :and  he  advised  me  to  burn  them  ;  and  he  said,  I  had 
better  not  say  any  thing  either  to  his  Father  or  any  body 
else,  but  to  burn  thejn  ;  which  I  d>d  t  w  i  days  afterwards. 

Q.  What  motive  did.  Mis.  Claike  assign  ior  wishing  to 
have  those  letters  destroyed  ? 

A.  Irtally  d  >  not  know  ;  I  eannot  saj  ;  I  do  not  recol- 
lect it. 

Q.  Did  she  not  express  a  fear  with  respect  to  the  Duke 
of  York  > 

A.  I  have  fomething  faint  on  my  memory,  but  I  contd 
not  lay  it  positively ;  for  the  eonverfation  was  dhected  to 
Mr  Corri,  and  I  overheat  d  a  word  or  twoj  I  never  thought 
of  being  called  here,  and  therefore  did  not  pay  particular 
attention  to  it ;  I  have  a  very  faint  idea,  bm  cannot  re- 
collect exactly. 

Q.  Did  any  thing  pass  as  to  the  apprehension  of  the 
Duke's  anger  ? 

A.  J  h-vc  some  lecollertion,  but  I  cannot  positively 
fay  ;  <t  was  something  of^the  kind. 

Mr.  Wardh  Q.  Did  you  ever  peruse  the  letters  that 
were  in  your  possession  ? 

A.  1  looked  them  slightly  over  before!  burnt  them. 

Q.  Are  you  sufficiently  acquainted  with  the  content?  of 
the  letters  to  spesk  positively  as  to  the  subject  ? 

A.  I  cannot  lecollect  one  word  that  was  in  them,  for  I 
was  in  a  \ery  gteat  hurry,  and  very  much  afraid  lest  Mr. 
Corri  should  know  that  1  had  disobeyed  his  command  in 
not  bui  ning  the  letters  sooner  j  and  I  burnt  them  as  quick 
as  possible. 

[The  Witness  was  directed  to  withdraw. 

[After  waiting  a  considerable  time,  the  Chair- 
man acquainted  the  Committee,  fhat^Captain 
San  don  was  ready  to  appear  at  the  bar.] 

Captain  HUXLEY  SANDON  being  brought  in, 
in  the  custody  of  the  Servant  at  Arms,  was  exa- 
mined by  the  Committee,  as  follows  : 

ChanceUot 
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Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  Q.  Have  jrou  found  thft 
paper  >' — A.  I  have. 

Q.  t lave  you  got  it  wiji  you  ? 

yf.  The  Messenger  has  it,  and  every  ethei,  paper  that  I 
had  that  Was  connected  wth  it. 

GEORGE  WHITTAM,  Esa.  was  examinedby 
the  Committee,  as  follows  : 

Q.  Wheie  "did  you  find  this  paper  ? 

A.  1  found  tins  letter  in  Captain  Sandon's  bureau  ;  this 
is  the  letter,  I  undeistand,  I  was  stnt  in  search  or  parti- 
cularly. 

Q.  Haye  you  any  other  paper  ? 

A.  There  weie  two  other  letters  of  Mrs.  Claike's  in  the 
bureau*  which  Captain  Sandon  put  into  my  hands. 

Q.  Any  other  lettei  s  any  where  else  > 

A.  Here  is  a  bundle  of  letters  of  Mrs.  Clatke's  princi- 
pally ;  they  were  in  this  brown  paper,  and  in  Captain 
Sandon's  bed  room  ;  they  were  taken  out  of  the  paper, 
and  I  sealed  them  up. 

[Mr.  Whittam  was  directed  to  withdraw. 

(To  Captain  Sanden.)    Q.  Look  at  that  paper,  and  see 
whether  it  is  the  paper  you  shewed  to  Major  Tonyn  ? 
A.  I  think  it  is. 

Q.  Is  thai  the  paper  you  received  from  Mrs.  Clarke? 
A.'  Yes,  it  is. 

Q.  You  received  it  from  her  own  hand  5 
A.  Yes,  she  gave  it  me. 

Q.  Was  any  one  present  at  the  time  5 — A.  I  believe  not. 
[The  Note  was  read.] 

"1  have  just  received  Your  Note, 
Addre3->ed                "and  lonyn'a  business  shall  lemain 
"  George  Farquahar,  Esq."     "asuis  God  bless  you" 

Q.  Did  not  Colonel  Hamilton  give  you  the  advice 
which  he  had  given  you  before,  either  at  the  British  Cof- 
fee House  or  in  the  street  near  the  Biitish  Coffee  House, 
on  your  meeting  on  the  Saturday  ? 

A.  I  do  not  recollect  that  he  mentioned  any  thing  in 
the  street;  in  the  Coffee  House  he  could  not,  forthcie 
were  others  in  the  same  box ;  lie  said,  will  you  come  out, 
and  we  went  out.  Did 
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Q„  Did  he,  not  when  you  went  out  ? 
A.  We  went  out  together. 

<J.  Id  the  street  did  he  not  say  something  to  you  upon 
the  subject?—-^.  I  do  not  recollect  it. 

Q.  Did  he  not  desire  you  not  to  destroy  the  papers,  and 
did  you  not  say  that  he  would  be  very  angry  with  you,  for 
that  you  had  destroyed  5t  ?— A.  Never,  to  my  recollection. 

Q.  W  hat  are  the  other  papers  which  you  have  given  in  ? 

A.  They  are  letters  from  Mrs.  Clarke  to  me. 

Q.  Are  they1  on  the  subject  of  Major  Tonyn's  business  ? 

A^  Not  precisely  upon  Major  Tonyn's  business ;  upon 
the  Levy,  and  Major  Tonyn's  business. 

Sir  IV.  IF.  Wynne.  Q.  What  is  the  reason  you  denied 
having  possession  of  this  letter  ? 

A.  I  can  urge  nothing  upon  my  behalf ;  and  I  hope  this 
Honourable  House  will  do  me  the  favour  to  excuse  it. 

Q.  Were  you  directed  by  any  person  to  do  so  ?— - A.  No. 

Q.  What  motive  had  you  for  so  doing  ? 

A.  I  had  no  motive  whatever  j  lam  ashamed  of  myself 
for  my  conduct ;  I  could  have  none. 

Mr.  Simeon,  Q.  When  you  delivered  that  letter  to 
Major  Tonynt  did  you  deliver  it  open  or  sealed  ? 

A.  It  was  open. 

Mr.  W.  Smith.  Q.  You  have  stated  that  you  considered 
this  to  be  a  paper  of  no  iinpoitance  ;  if  you  considered  it 
to  be  a  paper  of  no  importance,  assign  any  possib'e  motive 
you  couldhave  (01  taking  so  much  pains  10  conceal  its,  ex- 
istence ? — A.  I  can  urge  nothing. 

Q.  You  must  peiceive  there  is  a  great  deal  of  difference 
between  being  able  to  urge  an  excuse,  and  bung  able  t© 
assign  a  r«asi>n  ;  you  aie  not  de&ired  to  give  an  excuse, 
but  to  assign  any  piobable  reason,  because  it  appears  that 
some  reason  you  must  have  had  ? 

A.  lean  urge  no  leason  whatever  for  it. 

Q.  Were  not  you s  conscious  that  you  were  telling  a 
falshood  ? 

A.  I  have  already  acknowledged  that  I  am  ashamed  <J  „ 
what  I  have  done. 

Q.  Then  do  you  expect  the  Committee  to  believe  that 
you  came  hither  and  told  a  falshood  deliberately,  which 
you  knew  to  be  such  at  the  time,  without  having  any  mo- 
tive for  so  doing  ? 
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A.  I  had  ii»  motive  whatever  for  d  ilng  so,  but  4I,agjjin 
tseg  the  House  to  do  me  the  f.tvcur'to  excuselne"for,tel|fn£ 
them  that  lalshood.  r       ,  . 

When  Mis.  Clarke  gave  you  that 'letter,,  did  me 
tell  you  it  was  .written,  by  his  Royal  Highness  the'Bjlkeof 
fo&?    "  J   ,   ■  k 

A.  i,db  not  exactly  reco'lect  whether  she  safct  it  "waS 
^rltten  by  him,'  but  she  said  it  came  from  him.' 

Q.  Do  you  know  the  hand- writing  of  the  Duke  of  York? 

A.  I  never  saw  it  in  my  l.fe,  to  my  recollection. 

Q.  Did  Mrs.  Claike  at  any  time  express  any  anxiety  to 
recover  the  letter  she  had  intrusted  to  you  ? 

A.  No,  she  neve»  mentioned  it,  and  I  never  heard  any 
thing  more  about  it. 

Q,  A.re  you  acquainted  with  the  hand-writing  of  Mrs. 
Clarke?— J.  Yes. 

Q. '  Does  it  appear  to  you  that  the  note  in  question  is  the 
hand-writing  of  Mis.  Clarke  > — A.  No,  it  does  not. 

Q<  Have  you  had  any  communication  with  any  other 
person  on  the  subject  ot  the  production  or  non-production 
ofjhat  letter  in  this  place  ? — A.  None. 

Q.  Who  Is  George  Fdiquhar,  Esq.  to  whom  the  letter 
is  directed  5 — A.  1  really  have  no  knowledge  who  he'is. 

<2,  You  staled  before,  that  Mrs.  Claike  was  used  W 
Wite*in,difterent  hands,  do  you  now  assert  that  ? 

In  |he  letters  that  are  there  you  will  find  a  vast  va- 
riation in  ttje  hand.  - 

tl.  Did  you  ever  see  Mrs.  Clarke  write  ? — A.  Repeatedly. 

t^Shpuldyou  know  her  hand- writing  if  you  saw  it  ? 
Jt.  Ye,?,  I  think  I  should, 

^.  Dp  you  or  do  you  not  know  who  wrote  that  letter  ? 
A.  No,  l/eally  do  not. 

(&l  In  tfie'^urse  pf  your  long  acquaintance  with  Mrs. 
Clarke,  and  yoiu  cQinmunication  with  her  upon  business, 
dijl  sbe  eyer,  upon  any  other  occasion,  communicate  to 
you  a  note  from  the  Duke  oi  York  ? — A.  Never. 

C£.  S&ejaeier  communicated  a  note  from  the  Duke  of 
York  on  any  business  but  this  ? — A.  Never,  } 

*Q.  Can  you  uncollect  what  slvjssid  upon  communicating 
thjs^apjie ,  w^etker  £t  w,as  communicated  w  \h  any  caution 
tw^afocjri  o£i£,'  or_  not  tc^o^munica'e  H  to,  others  ?  _ 

A.  No.'  cannot  recollect  any  tki  ng  of  the  cucumstance. 

•N«.  XX.— V.  %.  U  0.  Dk 
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Q.  Did,»Mrs.  Clarke,  or  any  other  person,  ever  desire 
you  to  destroy  the  letter  in  question }—A.  Never. 

Q,  Yoa  ,h^ve  stated  that  you  have  seen  Mrs.  Claj-ke 
write  different  hands,  did  you  ever  see  her  write  different 

hands?— r4,i..N°-  ^  !    \  . 

•Q.  Then  what  do  you  mean  by  saying  sfie  writes  in 
yarious  h^njcUj!, 

A.  In  th'eleftqrs  addressed  to  me,  which  are, now  befor.e 
the  House,  there  is  a  yaiiety  in  the  hands.        „  » 
i  [The  Witness  was  taken  from  the  Bar. 

Mrs.  MARY  ANN  CLARKE  was  called  in  ;  and 
,'  the  Note  delivered  in  by  the  last  Witness  being 
shewn  to  her,  she  was  examined  bv  the  Com- 
mittee, as!fpllows: 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  U.  Do  you  recollect 
ever  seeing  that  papel-  before  ? 

A.  I  suppose  I  must  have  seen  it  befoie,  for  it  is  his 
"Royal  Highness's  writing!' 

Q,  What  reason  have  yon  to  suppose  you  have  seen-it 
before  ? 

A.  I  do  not  know  how  it  could  have  got  into  that  man's 
possession  unless  I  gave  u  to  him,  and  Tt  was  a'drrection  I 
used  very  often  to  get  from  his,  Royal  Highness,  "  Geor'ge 
Farquhar,  Esq." 

Q.  Do  you  now  recollect  having  given'tONCflplain*  Saa- 
don  a  letter  upon  this  subject f 

'  A.  No>  I  do  not,  nor  do  I  recollect  giving  him  that ; 
but  I  think  I  must  have  g'ven  it  to  him,  becau  e  it  must 
have  been  in  my  p  wses'sion  first. 

Q.  Do  you  always  write  the  same  kind  of  hand  ? 

A.  I  cannot  exactly  say  how  1  write,  I  generall/'Write 
in  a  gieat  hurry. 

[Two  bills  Being  shewn  to'the  Witness'} — Those  are  the'  two 
for  which  Captain  Th  wnpson  was  arrested  the  other  day. 

Q.  Are  they  both  youi  Hand-writing. 
'    //.  Yes,  guiding  my  mother'o  hand  j  they  were  both 
"before  the  Court  Mamal. 

(jt.  Were  they  both,  guiding  your  mothers  hand  ? 
J,f  ,you  read  the  Minutes  of  the  Court  Martial/  you 
will  'see. 

Q.  Were 
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Q»  Were>they  both,  guiding  youf  mother's  hand  ? 

A.  Y'd^'l  think  they  were. 

Did 'your  mother  hold  the  pen  and  you  guide 'her 
hand,  when  yoii  wrote  both  those  ? 

.4.  It  was  the  general  way  in  which  I'had  done-  with, 
her,  'for  these  four  years. 

Q.  Did  you  in  point  of  fact,  on  that  occasion,  guidfe 
your  mother's  hand  when  she  held  the  pen  ? 

4.  Yes,  I  did. 

Q.  And  in  both  of  them  ? 

A.  Yes,  1  believe,  I  did/;  it  had  qrnte^rier  sanction. 

Q.  I  do  not  ask  whether  you  h,ad  the  authority  of  your 
mothei  to  draw  these  bills  in  your  mother's  name,  but 
whether  you  caa  now  recollect  that  your  mother  held  the 
pen  while  you  guided  her  hand  in  writing  both  those 
diafts  ? — A.  What  would  be  the  insinuation  if  she  did  not  ? 

Q.  You  must  answer  the  question  i 

A.  Then  I  must  answer  to  the  best  of  my  recollection  : 
my  mother  was  in  the  room  at  each  time,  and 
Manners  3  you  think,  perhaps,  there  is  a  difference  in  the 
hand-writing. 

You  must,  answei  the  question, 

JL.  I  am  not  quite  positive,  but  I  dare  say  I  d'd,  f-i  I 
Ifensjw  she  was  privy  to  both,  ;ind  was  in  the  room  when 
both  weie  done  5  but  there  was  something  irregular  on  the 
Jjadf  ab<m%  the  indorsement;  perhaps  you  wish  t6  make 
it  appear  a  forgery. 

t£;i$f,I  do  not  aim  at  any  such  object,  but  wish  to  know 
^b^ier.you  can  take  upon  yourself  to  state  that  those 
bills  were  both  written  with  your  mother's  hand,  you 
guidmg  it  ? — A.  I  am  positive  as  to  one. 
Which  ? 

A.  I  cannot  say  which  ;  if  I  had  been  at  all  terrified 
about  the  bills  from  any  thing  impiopei  in  them,  I  should 
hay-e  got  them  out  oi  the  way. 

Q.  Do  you  write  the  same  kind  of  hand  when  you  are 
guiding  your,  mother's  hand  as  when  you  wr.ite  yout  own ' 

A,  Very  nearly,  only  that  I  do  not  write  so  maick'^vh^ri 
1  am  with  her  ^  I  have  done  it  hV<s  hundred  times- ;  she 
.caupjst  write  wi^hoiut  a  gtv>o>,  not  Latdy  j  it  must.be  my 
own  writing,  because  she  has  very  little  use  M  her'hand, 
therefore  it  is  my  writing,  and  not  her'*. 

0  2  Q.  Does, 
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Q  Does  not  the  fact  of  your  having  your  motbei's  hand 
rti  your  own,  while  guiding  the  pen,  make  a  difference 
in  the  appearance  ol  the  letter  ? 

A  It  is  very  likely  that  it  may,  I  never  attended  to  it , 
it  lias  generally  oeen  something  short  whtre  hei  haad  was 
used,  such  as  signing  her  name,  or  halt  a  dozen  words. 

Q  Look  at  these,  and  see  if  both  are  rot  written  in 
that  way  with  the  same  hand  ? 

A  1  really  cannot  say,  I  do  not  see  much  difference 
between  them ;  I  should  rather  think  this  one  was  the 
•one,  it  it  was  either,  if  I  did  write  it  alone,  this  dated 
July,  that  is  the  quickest  writing,  it  seems  as  if  it  was 
dorie  quicker  than  the  other 

Q  Do  you  mean  to  say  yon  do  not  see  much  diffeience 
between  the  writing  of  those  two  notes  ? 

A.  It  dQes  not  strike  me  there  is  a  great  deal  of  differ- 
ence; 1  nave  seen  the  notes  before,  and  I  believe  madenearly 
the  yime  obseivations ,  and  if  I  was-  at  all  consci  tus  of 
anj  th.ng  improper  in  them,  I  certain'y  should  have  paid 
them  before,  foi  I  dare  say  I  have  had  it  in  my  power. 

Q,  Do  you  ever  write  different  hands  ? 

A  No,  I  do  not  know  that  I  d  \  I  do  not  pay  any  at- 
tention to  it ,  other  people  are  the  best  judges 

'Q.  Js  the  indorsement  of  the  note  that  is  indorsed,  in 
your  hand-writing  >  > 

A  No,  it  was  done  the  same ,  my  mother  was  by,.and 
1  'guided  Ji'ei  'hand 

<2  That  is  guided  too  > 

A  Yes,  it  is  upon  the  same  bill,  and  Mr.  Manners  was 
, by  both  'times,  and  I  believe  he  was  not  much  better  ac- 
quainted with  the  bill  drawing  up  than  ourselves,  which 
made  something  mcoirect  here,  n  ir  was  Captain  Thoftvp- 
son,  to  whom  gave  them  as  Paymaster, 
Q  Have  you  ever  imitated  other  hand-writings  > 
Al  'Ng  )  you  do  not  mean  that  I  imitated  the  Duke  of 
York's  > 

Q.  Have  you  *v*er  imiteted  any  hand- writing  * 
'en  J>ifNd,"nvt  to'  make  any  use  of  it ,  I  might,  witn  two 
oi  three  women,  laughing,  or  any  thing  ia that  wiy»<tmi- 
tate  a  hand,  but  ndtt  o  make  any  use  of  it  whateVejfr;  not 
t«  Send  it  out  ever-r 
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'    Q.  You  have  done  it,  to  see  whether  yon  could  do  it  ? 

A.  I  do  not  know  that  I  have  done  it,  but  it  is  very  of- 
ten; 'when  women  are  wntipg,  that  they, might  say, 
Come  you  write  a  hand,  and  see  whethei  it  is.  like'an? 
one's  hand}  I  have  done  it  lately;  several  of  us  were' 
sitting  together,  and  we  were  playing  at  some  kind  of 
game ;  perhaps  there  might  be  some  bad  construction  put 
upon  that. '  ' 

Qj  What  have  you  done  ? 

Af  I  have  said,  '  is  not  this  like  such  a  sort  of  hand»* 
and,  '  that  hkc  such  a  sort  ot  hand.' 

Q.  What  soit  of  hands,  weieyou  Imitating  at  that  time, 
■when  you  asked,  '  whether  it  was  like  this  soit  of  hand* 
or  '  that  sort  of  hand*?' 

A.  I  do  not  know  ;  it  is  very  ridiculous  to  mention  here 
I  think.  Theie  is  a  game  you  play  at,  you  put  down  a 
man's  name  and  then  a  woman's,  and  where  they  are,  and 
what  they  are  doing,  and  then  make  a  long  roll  of  it. 

Q.  Is  it -a  part  ot  the  game  to  imitate  the  hand-writing 
of  the  man  whose  name  you  put  down  ? 

A.  No,  but  it  is  very  likely  when  you  have  written  a 
man's  name  ta  say,  '  it  is  very  like  the  way  in  which  he  ■ 
writes  it  himself ;'  or,  when  speaking  of  a  woman,  'it  is' 
veiy  like  the  way  in  which  she  writes  her's,'  if  they 
should  b©  friends  whom  you  name. 

Q,  Is  it  any  part  of  the  skill  in  that  game  to  write  the 
name  as  nearly  resembling  the  hand- writing  of  the  person 
whose  name  it  is  as  possible  ? 

A.  No,  Ishou'd  think  not;  I  wrote,  without  knowing 
it,  something  in  the  office  here,  that  I  was  told  wa»  very 
like  the  writing  of  a  person  here. 

Q.  Whose  writing  did  they  say  it  was  like  ?  -  " 

A.  They  said  it  was  like  the  Speaker's  hand.  * 

Q.  Is  there  any  other  persoB's  hand-writing  that  yfia 
have  resembled  * 

A.  It  was  accident,  I  never  saw  his  writing. 

Q.  Have  you  nevei  told  any  body  that  you  could  imi- 
tate the  hand-wuting  of  any  one  ? 

A,  No,  I  do  not  recollect  that  I  have  ;  there  was  a 
story  went  about  that  I  had  forged  for  two  thousand' 
pounds  with  the  Duke  of  York's  signature,  "  Frederick,'  * 

0  3  feat 
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tut  I  never  did,  I  never  signed  bis  name  in  my  life,  Ex- 
cept when  he  has  been  there,  and  we  have  been  trying, 
together,  how  near  I  could  write  to  him  and  he  to  me.  ' 

Q.  You  have  tri.ed  sometimes  to  see  how  near  yoU; 
•puld  write  to  the  Duke  of  York  > 

A.  Yes,  but  I  never  did  it  but  when  he  was  by. 
■  Q.  Could  you  write  very  neai  him  when  you  tried  ? 

A,  1  do  not  kiijw.  he  is  the  best  judge  of  that ;  I  be- 
lieve if  he  was  asked,  he  would  not  say  I  had  ever  made  use 
of  his  name  m  any  writing. 

Q.  In  point  of  fact,  when  you  did  attempt  to  write  like' 
liim,  did  you  succeed  ? — A.  I  am  sure  I  cannot  tell. 

Q.  You  know  his  hand  wuting  ' 

A.  Yes,  ha  fancied  ir  was  d  gieat  deallke  his,  signe# 
Fredeiick  ;  that  was  a>l  I  ever  attempted  about  it. 
Q.  Do  you  know  a  peison  cf  the  name  ot  Town  ? 
J\>  Ye»,  I  do,  a  velvet  painter. 
Q  Did  he  eve.  ln&truct  you  iu  velvet  pa  nting  ? 
A.  Yes,  he  did. 

Q.  Do  not  you  recollect  having  to'd  him,  that  you 
thought  you  probably  might  make  cons  dtrabk  proficiency 
in  that  ait,  as  you  made  gseat  proficiency  in  wiiting,  and 
copying  ha nd- writings  ? 

A.  No,  I  never  t  >ld  him  any  such  thing ;  you  will  re- 
collect he  is  a  Jew  :  u  is  udiculous. 

You  are  quite  .sure  you  never  said  any  such  thing  ? 

A.  No,  1  should  nem  have  said  such  a  thing  to  such  a 
man. 

Q,  Did  yon  ever  write  in  his  picsence  ? 

A.  I  d  >  not  know  ;  he  used  to  be  with  me  a  good  deal 
in  the  morning  when  [was  iearn'ng  thev  lvet  painting, 
and  it  is  very  probable  I  might  have  been  writing  to  many 
persons  when  he  was  theie ;  besides  he  was  to  have  goc  a 
lpan  for  the  Duke  of  Yoik  from  Jew  King,  but  his  Royal 
Highness  would  not  have  any  thing  to  do  with  him  when 
he  found  they  were  Jews,  when  Town  went  to  him  ;  but 
I  do  not.know  that  it  was  Jew  King  at  the  time;  he  told 
jne  it  was  a  regular  gentleman . 

Q.  Did  you  ever,  in  a  plavtng  way,  attempt  to  imitate 
the  hand-wntyig  of  the  Duke  oi  York  ? 
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4-  I  So  not  think  I  did  to  him. 
Q.  Not  to.Mr.  Town?— A.  No. 
Q.  Have  you  to  any  one  else 
;  A-  I  do  not  think  I  have,  bnt  he  has  seen  a  great  many 
Ladies,  when  he  ha,s  been  with  me  rn  a  morning,  and  if  he' 
listened  to  any  of  our  conversation,  and  made  lemarks- 
upon  it  three  01  four  years  afterwards,  I  cannot  say  awy 
thing  U  such  a  thing  ;  the  only  question  is,  to  ascertain 
whether  I  ever  did  make  use  of  the  Duke  of  Yoik's  namef 
if  I  had  I  am  suie  it  would  have  been  against  me  iong'be-*- 
foiethis;  perhaps  he  might  have  stolen  something  that, 
might  have  been  lying  about  the  house. 
Q.  That  Town  might  ? 
A.  Yes,  he  might,  very  likely. 
Q.  Some  of  this  \viitmg,  perhaps-1 
A.  He  might  have  take  papers  away  pethaps,  and 
thought  they  might  have  been  the  Duke  of  York's  ;  I  be- 
lieve he  had  a  note  of  introduction  fiom  me  to  the  Duke 
before  he  h(ad  seen  these  people  about  the  money. 

Q.  D.d  you,  in  his  presence,  evei  imitate  any  other 
person's  hand-writing  but  the  Duke's  > 

A-  I  do  not  know  that  I  ever  did  at  all  in  his  pie-ence. 
Q.  But  he  may  have  been  in  the  room  when  you  drd 
this  with  o'hei  Ladie",  and  have  overhea  d  you  ? 

A.  Perhaps  he  might ;  he  has  been  there  three  or  four 
hours  of  a  morning. 

Q.  He  «iay  have  been  in  the  room  when  you  were  with 
ether  Ladies,  and  have  overheard  the  c  nv  rsation  which 
passed  between  yourself  and  youi  visitors  * 

A.  Perhaps  he  might ;  1  did  not  stick  to  the  painting, 
and  perhaps  in  the  m.irning  persons  might  call  upon  me. 

[The  note  being  again  shewn  to  the  Witness.] 

Q.  Look  at  the  seal  of  that  note  ;  do  you  know  that 
s*al?  '! 

A.  It  is  the  Duke  of  York's  private  seal ;  I  daresay  I 
have  many  like  it  at  home.  s  ' 

Q.  What  is  the  inscription  upon  it  * — A.  Never  absent. 

Q.  Is  the  motto  in  French  m  -English  ? — A".  In 'French. 
'  Q.  Who  is  George  Farquhai  ? 

A.  There 
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A.  .Tbere,  is  no  such  person  in'  existence,  I  believe  ;  j< 
was  one  of  my  brothers 1  lost  two  in  the  Navyj  arid  that 
was  one  of  then*, 

■  Q.  You  do  not  reeolfect  to  have  received  that  letter 
•which  you  state  to  be  in  the  hand-wnting  of  the  Duke  of 
York?  , 

A.  Npj  but  I  must  have  received  it  becaufe  it  is  ad- 
dressed to  me,  and  it  is  his  Royal  Higbnes's  writing  ;  I 
do  not  think  he  pver  wrote  to  any  olhei  peison  under  the 
name  of  George  Farquhar  but  me. 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  having  applied  at  any  time  to  his 
Royal  Hjghness,  to  suspend  the  promotion  of  Major 
Tonyn  ? 

A.  1 4,%  not  recollect  that  I  did,  it  is  a  long  while  ago  i 
if  it  is  meant  that  I  wrote  that  note  of  his  RoyarHigh- 
ness's,  I  dare  saj  he  will  not  deny  it  if  it  is  shewn  to  him  5 
I  have  seals  that  will  exactly  match  with  it  on  other  letters 
of  his  own.     I  ' 

Q.  Doyoji  recollect  any  application  to  his  Royal  High-, 
ness  which  could  have  given  rise  to  an  answer  similar  to 
that  contained  in  the  note  Which,  has  been  read  ? 

A.  No,  I  do  not  recollect  any  thing  about  it. 

Q.  You  do  not  undei  stand  to  what  the  contents  of  that 
note  allude  ? 

A.  No,  1  do  not;  foi  I  have  quite  foigotten  it ;  I  think 
Captain  Sandon  must  have  taken  it  out  of  the  house  with- 
out my  permission. 

Q.  Did  His  Royal  Highness  at  any  time  leave  that  pri- 
vate sea!  in  j6ui  possession  * 

A.  No  ;  he  has  that  and  another  that  he  used  to  use. 

Q.  You  said  that  you  had  several  impressions  of  the 
same  seal  in  your  possession ;  are  those  impressions  un-' 
broken  ? — A.  No,  ceitainly  not. 

Q.  Are  you  positive  you  have  no  impression  ©f  theDuke's 
seal  unbroken  in  youi  possession  > 

A.  I  do  not  know  ;  I  should  rather  think  not;  I  was 
always  inclined  to  read  what  he  sent  to  me. 

Q.  Are  you  positive  that  you  have  not  any  impression  of 
the  Duke's  seal  unbroken  in  your  possession  ? 

A.  Do  you  mean  if  I  had  torn  the  letter,  and  not  broken 
the  seal  i  . 

Q.  It 
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It  is  not  necessary  to  break  tire  seal  to  open  the  letter  ? 

A.  I  dare,  say  I  have  many  riot  broken,  that  you  might 
very 'easily  distinguish  to  be  the  same  seal  as  ths>t. 

Q  'Did  the  Duke  wear  this  seal  to  his  watch  > 

A.  I  do  not  know,  I  ana  sure  5  I  believe  not. 

Mr.  Husklpcm.  Q.  Is- the  reason  you  have  for  guiding 
your  mother's  hand  when  she  writes,  your  mother's  hand 
being  so  unsteady  thai  she  cannot  write  without  somebody- 
guiding  hei  hand  ? 

A.  Yes  ;  she  cannot  hold/her  hand  steady  at  all. 

Q.  You  believe  that  one  ol  those  bills  was  wiitten'by 
your  mother  holding  the  pen,  and  you  guiding  her  hand  ? 

A.  I  guided  altogether  entiielyj  in  fact,  it  is  nay  own' 
writing  entirely  whenever  I  make  use  of  her  hand. 

Q.  The  whole  body  of  the  bill  as  well  as.  the  signature  ? 

A.  Ycsi  it  is  my  wi  iting  more  than  my  mother's, 

Q.  She  held  the  pen  and  you  guided  her  hand  ? 

A,  I  do  not  know  whether  she  held  the  pen,  but  I  am 
in  the  habit  of  doing  these  sort  of  things  when  I-war»t  my' 
mother's  name,  but  I  never  did  any  thing  without  her 
sanction  at  all. 

Q.  That  is  not  the  question  at  all. 

A.  I  do  not  know  what  you  might  insinuate ;  the  bills 
have  been  already  before  the  Court  Martial,  and  I  dare  say 
they  made  as  many  obseivations  as  possible  upon  them, 
and  if  I  had,  been  at  all  alarmed  I  should  not  have  allowed 
them  to  continue  so  long ;  but  I  believe  this  has  nothing) 
to  do  with  the  question  before  the  House. 

Q,  Do  you  wish  this  Committee  to  understand  that  your- 
wiote  these  bills,  or  your  mother? 

A.  You  may  say'I  wrote  them. 

Q.  And  her  hand  was  not  guided  by  you  > 

A,  If  her  hand  is  in  mine,  and  I  guide,  I  write  it,  and 
uot  hei .  «  . 

Q.  When  you  guide  your  mother's  hand  your  mother? 
has  the  pen  in  her  hand,  has  she  not ? — A.  Yes. 

Q.  And  you  only  ..move  her  hand  and  guide  it  f 

A.  How  do  you  know  but  what  I  move  the  pen  ;  if  she> 
takes  the,  pen  up,  tshould  take  it  down  lower,  perhaps.  - 

Q.  I  do  not  know  ,i,t,  I  wish  to  know  it, 

4.  Then  you.  shall  see  us  wute  at  any  time. 

Q.  Did 
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@<»Bid  you  ho!d  thevpen  or  not  ' 

A.  1  forget;  there  are  the  bills,  and  I  forget  all  about 
ih  em.  t 

Q.  Then  you  holding  the  pen,  you  wish  the  Committee 
to  understand  that  in  so  lar  you  wrote  both  these  ? 

A.  As  you  please. 

QThe  Chairma.i  directed .the  Witness  to  answer 
the  question.] 

A.  I  have  answeied  it;  that  is  all  difference  of  opinion, 

ft.  Then  you  holding  the  pen,  you  wish  the  Committee 
io  understand,  that  in  so  far  you  wrote  b  >th  these  ? 

A.  I  fancy  I  haid  1  did  not  write  them  both. 

Q.  Uidyou  in  point  of  fact  write  them  both,  01  only  one, 
and  did  your  mother  w  rite  the  othei  ? 

A.  I  tell  yoa  it  is  imposs'bk  for  her  to  write. 
■  <i.'To  wjsat  do  you  ascribe  themarked  differenc*  in  the 
band-writmg  of'tbese  two  bills  ? 

.  A.  They  do  not  strike  me  as  "being  very  different,  Tiut 
I  certainly  cannot  write  so  veiy  quick  when  I  am  writing 
with  my  mother's  hands  as  with  my  own. 

Q.  Do  you  mean  to  say  you  do  not  see  any  difference  in 
the  handr  writing  and  signatuie  of  these  two  bills  ? 

A.  No,  if  you  weie  to  see  the  difference  in  my  letters,' 
if  you  see  a  dozen  of  mv  letters  you  will  see  them  all  differ- 
ent ;  you  would  see  a  difference  in  each. 

Q,  If  you  guide  your  mother's  hand,  that  hand  being 
so  unsteady,  must  there  n"t  be  some  unsteadiness  in  what 
is  wntten  undei  that  guidance  > 

A.  No,  it  is  entirely  my  rwn  wi  king,  a! though  I gjpTde 
her  hand. 

Q.  Then,both  these  bills  are  entirely  your  hand-wtitiq^  ? 

A.  If  you  please  to  understand  that,  you  may  ;*bHt  I 
had  the  use  of  my  mother's  hand,  and  they  ate  my  writing 
then. 

Q.  You  have  stated  the  signature  to  tbebiljof  the  26th 
of  May,  signed  "E  Farquliar,"  was  your  mother's  writing 
under  your  guidance  o+  her  hand,  and  that  that  explains 
the  difference  in  the  hand  to  the-signature  of  the  two  bills  ?- 

A,  I  did  not  say  it  explained  the  difference  jn  the  wilting. 

0.  Yob 
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You-  have  stated,  £hat  the,  endorsement  o£  tTielsiH 
"which  is  endorsed  was  ma4e,by  your  ingther,,  yoti  guiding 
her  han"d'?'-Mf.  Yes'. 

Q.  Look  at  the  bills  again. 

It  is  no 'use  looking  at  them,,  I  have  looked  at  thertt 
before. 

Look  ail  them  again  j  look  at, the  signature  of  the 
bill  of  the  20th  of  May,  and  at  the  signature  of 'the  bill 
of  the  15th  of  July,  and  at  the  indorsement  of  that  bill, 
and  endeavour  to  state,  if  you  can,  whether  they  are, all 
written  by  the  same  hand  ? 

A.  They  are  all  written  by  the  same  harid*  because  they 
are  written  by  mine  and  by  my  mother's. 

Q.  Can  you  give  no  other  explanation  of  the  difference 
in  the  appearance  in  that  writing ? — A.  No,  I  cannot. ,' 

Mr.  Beresfcrd.    Q.  Did  Major  Tonyn  lodge  lft'the  hands 
of  a  third  person  five  hundred  guimas,  five  hundred  pounds 
of  wh.ch,  after  he  was  Gazetted,  went  to  y&ufself,  a*nd 
twenty-five  pounds  to  Mr.  Donovan  ? 
,  A.  I  did  not  state  any  such  thing,, for  I  did>n6t  know 
what  Mr.  Donovan  had^  I  only  stated  what  1  ha'd  rnyself 
Q,  What  had  you  yourself  * — A.  What  I  s>aid  before. 
Q.  Was  that  five  hundred  pounds'1 — A.  Yes. 
Q.  Was  it  not  natural  for  you,  as  you  knew  you  were 
to  receive  five  hundred  pounds  to  huiry  the  Gazetting  of 
Major  Tonyi*  as  much  as  you  could  ? 

A.  Not  if  there  weie  any  chcumstancea  against  it.  v 
Q,  Did  you  not  wish  that  Major  Tonyn  should  be  (Ga- 
zetted, in  order  that  younoight  get  the  five  hundied  pounds? 
'  A.  In  the  end  I  d.d. 

A,  If  you  had  written  any  letters  to  the  Duke  of  York 
on  the  subject,  with  that  wish  in  youi  mind,  would  it  not 
have  been  a  lettei  to  urge  the  Gazetting  of  Major  Tonyn  ? 

Af  ',l  dp  not  recojlect  writing  him  any  letter,  nor  do  I 
recollect  having  any  any  answer  about  it  in  wilting. 

Qr  If  you  had  written  to  the  Duke  of  York  u^on  the 
subject,.,  would  you  not  have  been  more  likely  to  have 
wiitten  to  hasten  the  Gazetting  of  Major  Tonyn  than  to 
delay  it  ? — A.  I  do  not  know.  > 

[The  Witness  was  diiected  to  withdraw. 
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The  Chancellor  .of  the  Exchequer  said, 
%at  the  best  course  would  be,  in  this  proceeding, 
to  call  Colonel  Gordon  to  speak  to  this  letter  ;  but 
he  had  not  procured  his  attendance  on  that  night, 
because  he  had  doubted  whether  the  letter  could 
.be  got  at :  but  at  all  events  these  letters  must  be 
submitted  to  a  Select  Committee,  and  the  business 
.could  not  then  be  finished. 

The  House  resumed — -the  Chairman  reported — and 
the  Committee  was  ordered  to  proceed  m  the  inves- 
tigation this  day. 

The  letters  were  refeired  to  the  same  Select  Com- 
mittee as  the  last  packet. 

Mr.  Baeham  moved  that  the  letters  should  be 
sealed  up  for  the  night. — Ordered. 

Mr.  Town  and  Colonel  Gordon  were  ordered  to  be 
summoned  to  attend  the  Committee. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  said  that 
the  effects  ot  the  oflence  of  Captain  Sandon  had  been 
mitigated  by  the  cucumstance  of  the  letter  having 
been  found,  but  still,  as  be  had  been  guilty  of  gross 
prevarication,  he  moved  that  he  be  committed  to 
Newgate,  and  the  House  would  afterwaids  consider 
what  clemency  could  be  extended  to  him. 

Captain  Huxley  Sandon  was  accordingly  ordered 
to  be  committed  to  Newgate. 

[The  Chairman  was  directed  to  report  to  the 
House  the  Papers  which  had  been  brought 
fiom  Captain  Huxley  Sandon's,  and  to  move 
for  a  Committee  to  inspect  them  ;  and  to  ask 
leave  to  sit  again.] 

[Adjourned  at  Four  o'CIoc.k. 
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•  Fai-DAr,  the  1 7th  of  February. 

'Previously  to  any  other  business  of  thjs  Day,  Mr. 
IsEA'ctt  brought  up  the  report  oi  the  Select  Com- 
sirti'ttee^appointed  the  preceding,,  night  by  the  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  House,  to  examine  the  letters 
and  papers  that  had  been  brought  from  Captain  San- 
d&nV lodgings,  and  toieport  theii  opinion  thereon. 
The  report  stated,  that  the  Committee  thought  the 
papers*  all  relevant  to  the  inquiry  before  the  House. 

Lord1  fV|  lkst  one  having  moved  "that  the-order 
of  the  day  be  read  for  the  House  to  resolve  itself  into 
a  Committee,  to  continue  the  investigation  of  the 
conduct  of  his  Royal  Highness  the  Duke  of  York." 

The  House  resolved  itself  into  a  Committee  ac- 
cordingly, 

[Mr.  Wharton  in  the  Chair,] 

Mr.  Adams  said,  that  he  wished  some  of  the 
maid  servants  who  attended  Mrs.  Clarke  in  Glou- 
cester-place should  be  summoned  to  prove  whether 
they  saw  the  list  of  recommendations  of  Officers 
which  Mrs.  Clarke  said  she  was  in  the  habit  of  pin- 
ning up  at  the-head  of  her  bed,  and  which  the  Duke 
of  York  used  to  take  down  every  morning.  He 
thought  they  should  be  examined  on  this  point. 

Mr.  Whitbread  thought  that  it  would  be  to 
no  purpose  ;  as*  no  doubt  the  maids  would  say  they 
never  saw  it  in  the  morning,  and  Mrs.  Claike  would 
say  she  never  pinned  it  up  till  night. 

The*  Ch  airman  informed  to  the  Committee,  that 
he-,  in  his  official  capacity,  had  received  a  letter 
from  Lieutenant  Colonel  Tucker  on  the  subject  of 
this  inquiry,  which  he  would  beg  leave  to  read. 

T, lie-Letter  s  ated,  in  substance,  that  Colonel  Tucker  and  h'S  Brother 
hltFdbfain'ed  thfir  military  promotion  by  the  moso  fa.r  and  equitable 
means,  and  repiobated  every  idea  of  collusion  or  undu-  influence  m 
their  advancement  to  their  respective  rank  in  the  araiy ;  it  Jesired  also 
that  this  statement  might  have  a*,  much  publicity  as  possible. 

Sir  A.  Wellesley  rose  for  the  purpose  of  pay- 
fin'gia  §ust  tribute  to  the  talents  and  services  of  the 
Officer  in  question.   He  had  known  him  particularly 
No.  XX.— V.  2.  P  well 


(     158  ) 


well  in  Portugal,  and  certainly  esteemed  him  a  very 
meritorious  Officer.  He  was  the  moie  willing  to 
state  this,  as  he  had  many  communications  with 
the  Officer's  family;  and  he  believed,  that  at  ttie 
time  Colonel  Tucker  was  about  to  be  promoted,  se- 
veral applications  had  been  made  to  him  offering  ad- 
vancement, by  money -brokers,  which  that  Officer 
spurned  at  with  becoming  contempt.  He  knew  that 
Colonel  Tucker  got  his  promotions  properly,  and  all 
by  brevet  rank.  (Hear!) 

Lord  Temple  was  happy  to  add  his  mite  to  the 
applause  of  the  gallant  General  as  to  the  brother 
who  had  fallen,  and  he  was  sure  the  same  justice 
would  be  done  to  the  living  brother.  He  would 
move  that  the  letter  should  be  entered  on  the  Mi- 
nutes. 

Lord  Folkstone  was  inclined  perfectly  to  .co- 
incide with  the  opinions  of  those  who  had  preceded 
him  as  to  the  ments  of  the  two  Officers  ;  he  appre- 
hended the  name  of  Tucker  had  been  placed  in  the 
evidence  improperly  for  that  of  Trotter. 

Sir  ThomasTueton  objected  to  the  letter's  be» 
ing  entered  on  the  minutes,  as  it  could  npt  possibly 
be  evidence. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exohko.uk  a  thought 
that  no  objection  could  be  urged  except  as  to  the 
identity  of  the  writing  ;  many  letters  had  been  put 
on  the  minutes  on  as  slight  grounds. 

Mr.  St urges  Bourne  observed  that  one  serious 
charge  (that  of  Colonel  French)  was  entirely 
grounded  on  similar  evidence. 

Lord  Temple  considered,  that  if  the  writing  was 
first  proved,  the  difficulty  would  be  «ione  away. 
[Thie  motion  was  deferred  until  some  person 
was  found  who  could  prove  the  writing. 

Mr.  Wardlr  here  read  a  letter  which  he-  had 
received'  from  Miss  Taylor  relative  to  he?  testi- 
mony : 

"  Sir, 
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"  Sir, 

"Mrs  Hovenden  has  chosen  to  draw  some  infer  nces  unSivourable 
to  ne  in  her  evidence,  1  have  only  to  say,  that  she  \is>ted  me  once  at 
Bayswatei  and  once  at  Ualby  Tenace  She  has  satd.  she  would  not 
place  her  daughter  undei  my  care.  I  do  not  know  whether  she  noul<J 
do  that  or  not:  but  I  know  sh<-sent  her  niece,  ot  the  age  ottouiUeu 
years,  on  a  visit  to  me. 

"ANNS  TAYLOR" 

Mr.  Wardle  did  not  desire  this  to  be  placed 
upon  the  minutes. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  wished 
now  that  some  person  should  be  called  forward 
prove  the  Duke  of  York's  writing. 

Lord  Folkestone  said,  that  he  heard  Mrs- 
Clarke  had  various  letters  now  to  produce  with  seal* 
unbroken,  similar  to  that  which  was  appended  to 
the  private'  note  of  the  Duke  of  York,  which  was 
found  in  the  bureau  of  Captain  Sandon. 

Mr.  YonjCE-said,  the  only  reason  why  he  had 
asked  about  the  unbroken  seal  was,  that  if  th* 
writing  had  been  forged,  there  would  be  no  diffi- 
culty in  forging  the  sea!. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  no 
objection,  if  it  was  thought  necessary,  to  confirm 
the  testimony  of  Mrs.  Clarke.  _ 

Mr.  VV.  Smith  wished  to  know,  whether  the 
Honourable  Member  intended  to  found  any  pror 
ceeding  upon  the  letter  of  Miss  Taylor  ;  he  thought 
her  case  was  a  peculiarly  hard  one  ;  he  did  not  see 
why  any  shadow  of  disgrace  should  attaqh  to  her 
(cues  of  Uea>  and  Order).  "  I  should  imagine  (said 
Mr.  Smith)  that  when  any  man  rises  in  this  House 
to  advocate  the  cause  of  an  unprotected  female,  he 
should  be  suffered  to  proceed." 
.The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  thought 
the  Honourable  Gentleman  was  proceeding  in  a 
disorderly  course.  If  he  thought  Miss  Taylor  had 
been  treated  severely,  he  should  have  noticed  it  at 
the  time,  and  not  now,  after  such  an  interval:  if 
P  2  thus 
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thss  proceeding  was  allowed,  the  consequence  would 
be,  tivat  those  wno  were  accused  must  defend  them- 
selves, and  thus  tlie  time  of  the  House  would  be 
wasted. 

Mr."  Smith  thought  that  the  time  of  Miss  Tay- 
lor's letter  being  read  was  the  most  proper  for  him 
to  make  his  remark  on  the  subject,  and  he  only 
"wished  to  know  whether  any  proceeding  was  in- 
tended to  be  founded  on  her  letter:  however,  as  the 
tjouse  did  not  seem  inclined  to  entertain  the  sub- 
ject, he  was  not  anxious  to  press  it. 

COLONEL  GORDON  was  called  in,  and  examined 
by  the  Committee,  as  follows : 

'  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  Q.  I  need  nojt  ask  you 
whetbei  you  are  acquainted  with  the  Duke  of  Yo'rk'$  hand- 
•wnting  ? — A.  I  certaiuiy  am. 

Q.  Look  at  that  papei  [  The  short  note  spoken  to  by  Mrs. 
Clarke  last  night]  the  outside  and  the  inside  {Colonel  Gordon 
holed  at  the  letter.] 

A.  I  have  formed  my  opinion  upon  It. 

Q.  State  to  tbe  Committee  yoiu  op  nion. 

A  The  utmost  1  can  say  is,  that  it  bears  a  very  strong 
resemblance  to  his  Royal  H.ghness's  hand-writing,  but 
whether  it  is  01  ib  not  1  tannot  take  upon  myself  to  say. 

Q.  Yon  speak  to  the  inside  oi  the  note,  when  you  make 
(hat  observation  ? — A.  To  both  inside  and  outside. 

Mr.  H.  Martm.  Q.  Have  you  any  itason  to  doubt  that 
it  is  the  Duke's  hand-wiitmg  J 

A.  I  do  not  think  that  I  cjn,  consistently  with  my  own 
honour,  give  a  stronger  ©pinion  than  that  which  I  have 
alie^dy  given.  -  , 

Lord  Folkstone.  Q.  Are  those  letters  the  band-writing 
of  the  Duke  of  York  [a  letter  respecting  General  Clavenng\  ; 
T  am  of  the  same  opinion  with  respect  to  the  <jther. 

Q.  I  observe  that  you  gave  your  opinion  with  respect  to 
the  fiist  letter,  on  a  compaiison  with  other  papers  in  \our 
possession,  and  that  you  did  not  compaie  the  two  last  let- 
ters that  were  shewn  to  you  with  those  other  papeis  j  for 

what 
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■what  reason  did  you  make  Ihe  comparison  in  the  one  case, 
andjiiot  m  the  othei  > 

A.  The  papers  with  wh;ch*  I  compared  the  first  scrap  of 
writing,  were  letteis  that  I  have  received  from  the  Duke 
of  York  in  1804,  1605,  1806,  1807,  and  1808,  which 
convinced  me  that  the  Duke  of  York  Varies  very  little  in 
his  handw  riting  ;  I  thought  it  necessary  to  make  a  very 
accurate  conjj-aiison  of  the  first  paper,  when  so  small  a 
scrap  of  writing  was  pioduced  to  roe,  and  1  found  that  that 
scrap  of  writing,  ab  1  said  before,  bore  a  strong  resem- 
blance to  the  Duke  of  York's  ha-'d-wntmg,  in  looking 
over  the  two  la<-t "letters,  each  or  which  contained  twooi 
tlncc  pages  of  writing,  I  thought  it  quite  unnecess.uy  to 
make  any  such  comparison. 

Q.  Was  the  opinion  which  ypu  formed  with  lespect  to 
that  writing  on  that  scrap  of  paper,  formed  in  consequence 
of  your  knowledge  of  the  Duke!  of  York's  writing,  or 
merely  from  the  comparison  which  you  made  ?  , 

A.  From  both. 
,  Mr.  H.  Marten.    Q.  If  a  letter  of  the  same  hand-  writing 
as  that  which  you  call  the  scrap  of  paper,  hyd  been  ad- 
dres  ed  to  you,  and  teceived  by  you,  should  you  have  hesi- 
tated to  act  up  ,n/it  ? 

A,  I  observe  thatsctapof  paper  had  no  signature  affixed 
to  it,  I  thereloie  would  not  act  upjn  it. 

Mr.  Creevey.  Q.  If  ihat  scrap  of  paper^ad  had  the  Duke 
of  Yoik's  signature  affixed  to  it,  would  you  have  acted 
upon  it  ? 

A.  If  that  scrap  of  paper  had  had  the  signature  of  the 
Duke  of  Yoik  affixed  to  it,  I  would  havs  acted  upon  it. 

Mr.  H.  Mai  tin.  Q.  If,  in  the  same  hand  in  which, 
that  c:crnp  of  paper  is  written,  there  had  been  the  signa- 
ture of  Frederick,  of  the  same  hand-writing,  would  you 
have  acted  upon  it  ? 

A.  Un'ess  I  saw  the  hand-writing  in  which  Frederick 
was  written*  I  cannot  possibly  answer  that  question. 

[The  Witness  was  directed  to  withdraw.] 

GENERAL  BBOWNRIGG  was  called  in,  and 
examined  by  the  Committee^  as  follows  : 

The  Chancellor  of 'the  Exchequer,    Q.  Look  at  that  paper 
P  3  which 
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which  wiU  be  put  into  your  hand  [the  short  note,]  and  say, 
whether  you-  believe  it  to  be  the  writing  of  the  Duke  of 
Yoik.  Have  you  formed  any  opinion  of  that' hand-writing? 

A.  I  think  it  resembles  the  Duke  of  Yoik's  hand- 
writing, but  I  cannot  pns'  lively  say  it  is  his  hand-writing. 
[The  letter  leipectiug  Genet al  Clavenng  being  shewn  to  General 
Bjownngg]  This  is  cei  tainly  like  the  Dake  of  York's  hand- 
writing, that  I  have  now  looked  at ;  but  I  do  not  think 
the  address  is;-the  addiess  is  not  like  his  Royal  High- 
ness's  writing. 

Q.  Do  you  believe  it  is  h  s  band-writing  ? 

A'.  It  is>  so  like  his  hand  writing,  that  I  should  conclude 
it  is;  I  speak  of  the  letter,  dated  Sandgate,  August  24, 
1804.  [  The  other  lettei  produced  by  Mrs.  Cleitke  was  shewn 
te  General  Brawnriggl  This  letter  is  also  like  the  Duke  of 
York's  wi  ning. 

Q,  What  is -your  opinion  upon  it;  do  you  believe  that 
to  be  hia  wiiting  > 

A.  I  do' believe  it  to  be  his  hand  wiiting  ;  it  is  so  like 
it,  that  I  conclude  it  to  be  his  wilting  j  and  this  letter, 
dated  the  4;h  o(  August  1805,  is  not  at  all  like  his'hand- 
writing  ;  I  should  not  sup,  one  it  is. 

Q.  Look  at  the  short  note;  look  over  leaf,  what  is 
your  opinion  ot  that  ;  what  do  you  believe  respt  cting  that  ? 

A.  My  opinion  is,  th<it  it  is  n  -t  s  >  like  the  Duke  of 
York's  hand  wi'ting  as  th"  others  ;  it  does  n  ,t  resemble 
the  Duke  of  \  oik's  hand-wi  mug  in  the  same  degiee  that 
the  others  do;  theie  cei  tainly  dots  appeal  to  me  a  similarity 
between  the  Duke's  writing  and  this  ,  yet  I  cannot  speak 
so  positively  as  to  its  being  Ins  wtitmg  as  I  do  to  the  others; 
I  cannot  speak  so  decidedly. 

Q.  Is  the  direction  of  that  note  more  or  less  like  the 
Duke  of  Yoik's  hand-wnting  than  the  diiection  of  the 
other  notei  you  speak  to  ? 

A.  I  think  it  is  more  like  it ,  I  think  the  address  appears 
to  be  wiittten  in  the  same  hand  as  the  inside ;  the  addiess 
is  written  in  a  better  hand,  it  is  wutten  faiier  and  more 
distinctly. 

Mr.  H.  Martin.  Q.  From  your  observation J  of  the 
band-writing  of  the  shoit  n  >te,  do  ydu  or  do  you  not  be- 
lieve it  to  be  the  haud-wimng  of  his  Royal  Highness  ? 

A.  I 
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A.  I  certain^  do  not  believe  it  to«bethe  hand-wu'tingof 
the  Dake  of  Yoik,  that  is  to  say,  I  could  not  swear  it  was 
the  Duke  ol  Yoik's  hand-wiiting. 

Mr.  Adams  Q.  It  the  Duke  of  Yoik's  signature  had 
beet]  to  that  note,  would  you  have  acted  upon  it  ? 

A.  I  really  think  I  should,  look  ng  at  it  cursor. ly,  as,  I 
should  in  leading  a  short  note  from  tile  Duke  of  York 
and  without  having  any  suspicion  that  it  c  ,uld  not  be  the 
Buke  of  York's  hatid-wr  ting,  i  veiy  probab'y  should 
have  acted  up  >n  it,  if  his  signature  had  been  to  it. 

Q.  In  this  case,  what  gave  you  any  suspicion  that  that 
could  not  be  the  Duke  of  i  ork's  wnting  5 

A.  Because  I  happened  to  be  in  the  house  of  Commons 
last  night,  and  heaid  thio  note  made  a  matter  of  question 
in  the  house  ;  that  is  my  reason. 

Mr.  Grenfell.  Q.  Are  the  Committee  to  understand, 
that  you  do  not  believe  that  note  to  be  the  ha>id-wriung 
of  the  Duke  of  York  >  .  8 

A.  I  can  only  repeat  what  I  have  befoie  said  in  answer 
to  the  same  question  ;  1  think  1  have  alieady  answered 
that  question  In  my  last  answer  but  o-ie 

[The  Witness  was  directed  to  withdraw. 

Colonel  GORDON  was  again  called  in,  and  exa- 
mined by  the  Committee,  as  follows  •  ' 

Lotd  Foil  done.  Q.  Did  jou  evei  hear  that  there  was 
any  suspicion  raised  lespecting  the-  small  note  which  was 
lately  put  into  your  hand,  whether  it  was  the 'Duke  of 
York's  fund-writing  or  not,  before  you  weie  examined  at 
the  Bar  upon  that  subject  ? 

A.  Certain'y  I  have. 

Q.  Whfcn  and  where  * 

A.  The  best  way  for  me  to  proceed  is  to  tell  the  th'ng 
exactly  as  it  happened  fiom  the  beginning  to  the  end.  I 
think  List  Saturday  week  .about  halt  past  fen  at  night,  the 
Duke  of  York  and  Mr.  Adam  called  at  my  house  ;  I  had 
been  extremely  fatigued  and  was  going  to  bed  ,  I  was  un- 
dressed ;  I  went  in  my  undress,  into  the  room  where  were 
the  Duke  of  Yoikand  Mr.  Adam  ;  the  nist  wi>»d  that 
was  sa'.d  to  me  was  by  the  Duke  of  Yoik,  and  1  think  the 

woids 
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Words  were  these  :  "  Here  is  a  yery  extraordinary  busine  s  ; 
here  is  a  foigery,"  Upon  which  Mr.  Adam  related  to 
me,  that  Captain  Sandon  and  CcOoneJ  Hamilton  had 
come  to  town  ;  that  Colonel  Hamilton  had  called  upon 
him,  and  told  him,  that  he  had  seen  a  note  of  the  Duke 
of  York's  in  the  possesion  of  Captain  Sandon.  After 
some  further  conversation,  more  general,  upon  this 
point  fl»d  otheis  connected  with  it,  it  was  deteimincd 
that  I  bhi'uld  dtsne  Colo  lei  Hamiltorh  to  call  at  the 
Hoist-Guards  the  n^xt  day  at  one  o'clock  to  meet  Mr 
Adam;  J  did  do  so,  and  the  next  day  atone  o'clock  the 
messenger  b. ought  word  tome  that  Co'onel  Hamilton  was 
waiting  in  the  usual  waiting-roim  ;  Mi.  Adam  went  out 
to  him,  and  that  is  ail  that  1  can  speak  as  to  this  nole,  of 
my  own  knowledge.  "  v 

Q.  Do  you  mean  to  state,  that  the  su<.p:ciou  which 
you  bad  hiJard  of,  respecting  this  n  "ste,  was  an  e'xpiesiion 
of  the  Duke  of  Yok  ic-pect  ng-a  forgery1 — A  Certainly. 

Q  How  do  you  know  thu  this  11  the  me  note  to 
which  the  Duke  of  Yoik  alluded  > 

A.  I  really  do  not  know  any  thing  about  it,  I  never 
heaid  of  an/  othti  note. 

Q.  0ave  you  ever  heaid  of  that  note  fiom  that  time  to 
this  > 

A.  Yes,  I  have.  In  coirinuation  of  what  passed  on 
Sunday,  1  think,  1  may  state  that  I  went  the  next  day, 
the  Monday  01  Tuesday,  to  the  Chancell  -rof  the  Exche- 
quer, and  1  had  futther  conversation  uL>on  this  very  note, 
but  I  think  merely  Recapitulation  of  what  I  have  already 
bfated  to  this  Committee. 

Q.  Have  you  bad  any  other  conversation  abont  this  note 
.since  that  time,  with  any  peison  ? 

A.  I  have  carefully  avoided  any  conversation  upon  it , 
but  I  think  the  other  evening,  three  qr  four  evenings  ago, 
waiting  in  the  room  above  stairs  with  Colonel  Hamilton, 
some  conversation,  veiy  general,  arose  uporr  the  subject 
of  tins  note;  but  it  was  so  veiy  general,  so  yeiy  loose, 
(for,  as  I  have  mentioned  befoie,  I  caiefully  avoided  in- 
terfering in  it,)  that  I  can  only  bring  to  my  recollection 
that  sonJe  conversation  did  arise. 

Q.  Have  you  had  any  conversation,  whatevei,  respect- 
ing that  note,  but  this  which  you  have  mentioned  ? 

A,  1 
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A.  I  thiak  I  mentioned  the  subject  in  sttipt  confidence 
to  General  Alexandra  Hope  and  also  to  General  Brown  - 
ngg,  perhaps  to  Mr.  William  Harrison,  with  whom'  I 
communicate  confidentially  ;  bej  ond  that,  I  do  not  think 
that  I  have. 

Q.  What  was  it  that  you  stated  to  those  Gentlemen  ? 

A.  I  must  have  stated  to  them  pretty  neailythe  very 
same  words  that  I  have  stated  to  this  Cemmittee,  as 
nearly  as  I  can  recolleet,  nor  more  nor  less. 

Q.  I)id  yau  see  any  copy  of  this'note  >-~A.  Yes,  I  did. 

Q,  When  was  that  ? 

A.  I  rhitrlcit  was  the  same  evening  that  the  Duke  of 
York  and  Mr.  Adam  called  upon  me. 

Q.  In  whose  possession  was  It,  Mr.  Adam's,  or  tlie 
Duke  of  York's  ? 

A:  I  think  it  was  in  the  possesion  of  Mr.  Adam. 

ft.  Have  youfead  any  conversion  with  the  Pijke  <M 
York  upon  that  subjeet  sjnce'ibat  evening  ?, 

A.  Yes,  I  have. 

ty.  When  was  that  ? 

A.  I  have  had  frequent  conversations  with  him  upon  it, 

Q.  Detail  those  conveisauons  as  ne  arly  as  you  can  ? 

A.  1  think  a  detail  of  those  conveisatians  would  be  little 
ltipie  than  repetition  of  the  Duke  of  York's  assertion, 
that  he  thought  the  thing  was  a  forgery. 

Q.  When  was  the  last  convention  you  had  with  the 
Duke  of1  York  upon  that  subject  >  _  ; 

A.  I  will  repeat  th,e  last  conversation,  I  think,  which 
took  place  this  morning  about  half  past  ten  o'clock,  when 
1'tyentto  the  Dukdof  York  at  my  usual  hour  oi  business; 
the  first  word  the  Duke  ot  Yoik  said  to  me  this  morning 
was,  As  you  aie  to  be  called  upon  to  answer  certain  ques- 
tions in  the  House  this  night,  I  w,U  not  speak  to  you  one 
woid  upon  the  subject}  I  s»id,  Sir,  I  have  been  told  that 
I  am  summoned  to  speak  upon  the  subject  of  the  note,  to 
prove  the  hand-writing,  there  therefore  can  be  no  diffi- 
culty upon  the  part  ot  Your  Royal  Highness  in  making 
any  communication  to  me  that  you  think  fit,  as  usual. 
The  Duke  of  Yoik,  J  think,  said,  I  cas  only  state  what 
I  have  stated  to  you  before,  I  have  no  knowledge  of  the 
thing,  and  I  believe  it  to  be  a  forgery. 

Q.  was 
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Q'  Was  that  likewise  the  substance  of  the  other  fiequent 
rofiyersatioiis.  you  Have  bad  with  the  Duke  of  York  upori 
this  subject  ? 

A.  Cei\ainly  the  substance ;  and,  as  nearly  as  I  ca* 
recollect,  the  words. 

[The  Witness  was  directed  to  withdraw* 

Mr.  Windham  wished  to  make  a  single  obser- 
vation on  the  mode  of  examination-pursued,  which 
IF  it  was  carried  to  any  greater  length  would  be  at- 
tended with  very  serious  consequences.  Colonel 
Gordon  was  a  person  jn  a  confidential  situation,  and 
it  was  a  delicate  point  t©  go  too  far  in  desiring  him 
to  divulge  conversations  which  had  taken  place  with 
the  Commander  in  Chief.  The  House  should  take 
care  not  to  push  their  right  of  inquiry  to  such  an 
extent  as  to  make  it  unsafe  for  any  man  to  speak  to 
his  confidential  clerk  or  servant. 

Mr.  Wiiltbaead  defended  the  right  of  the  No- 
ble Lord  to  pursue  the  line  of  examination  he  had 
one  into.  The  witness  was  not  called  by  him,  but 
y  the  Right  Honourable  Gentleman  opposite,  and 
if  he  was  not  subject  to  such  interrogatories,  he 
ought  not  to  have  been  called  at  all ;  but  he  did  not 
think  Colonel  Gordon  was  in  that  sort  of  confiden- 
tial situation  to  preclude  this. 

Mr.  Windham  said,  in  explanation,  that  he  had 
not  put  his  Noble  Friend  in  a  way  to  stand  in  need 
of  vindication.  He  spoke  to  a  general  topic,  not  to 
what  had  passed.  _  ' 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exche&ue  r  thought 
the  Noble  Lord  was  perfectly  in  a  proper  couise, 
and,  after  an  observation  from  Mr.  Yorke — 

Mr.  ANDREW  DICKIE  was  called  in,  and  ex- 
amined by  the  Committee,  as  follows  :  / 

The  Chavcelhrof  the  Exchequer.  Q.  You  aie  a  Clerk  at 
Messis.  Coutts's.— A.  I  am. 

Q.  Did 
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Q.  Did  you  ever  see  his  Royal  Higbnejr*  fhe  Duke  of 
York  wnte?,  ,  (  - 

-A.  1  have  seen  him  sign  his  name  irwny  timet, 
"  Frederick."    ;  "  , 

Q.  Did  you  ever  see  him  write  any  thing  beyond  his 
name  > — A.  I  have  seen  him  fiank  a  letter. 

[The  tm  letters  being iheivntoth$  fFitnes'']  Q,  Da  you  think 
yourself  sufficiently  acquainted  with  his  Royal  Highness'* 
hand,  to  be  able  to  form  any  satisfactory  opinion  upon  the 
Setters  shewn  to  you  ? 

A.  It  bears  a  similarity  j  bat  without  the  signature  be- 
ing to  it,  I  cannot  speak  to  its  being  his  Hoyal  Highness's 
hand-writing, 

Ma;or  General  ALEX.  HOPE,  a  Member  of 
the- House  attending  in  his  place ;  the  short 
note  was  shewn  to  him,  and  he  was  examined 
by  the  Committee  as  follows ; 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  Q,  Have  you  observed 
that  note  f 

A.  I  have  ;  it  appears  to  me  like  the  hand-writing  of 
the  Duke  of  York ;  but  to  state  whether  it  real iy  it  or  is 
not,  ig  what  I  cannot  undertake  to  gay,  , 

[The  letter  doled  Sumfgate  being  shewn  to  General 
Hope]  A-  I  apply  the  same  answer  to  that  ns  to  the 
note,  only  that  I  certainly  should  Buy  tiwt  f  could  [speak 
mote  positively >  I  think,  to  that  than  to  the  note ;  but 
J  mu«t  always  qualify  what  I  *-ay,  thtit  it  is  a  asade  0f 
difference  oul\,  I  could  not  say  pn.itii'Uy  that  it  W  or  is 
not;  but  eeitoinly  the  letter  appears,  to  sinks  my  mind 
mine  feieibiy  as  the  hand-writing  of  the  Duke  of  Yoik 
than  fhe  note, 

-  ['/"Vf  ether  letter  hi'lni;  $heu?>i  to  General  Hope,}  I 
rniike  the  same  answer  ns  to  the  wcwid  letter, 

Mr.  IFutern,  Q,  Does  that  shado  of  difference 
tthuh  yon  frtaUj,  gm-  you  a.  th'jjiee  o£  bel'efthat  the  let- 
in--  ,ir«  the  hamWutitig  of  ttu<  fluke  of  York,  prefer- 
ably to  that  of  the  note,  imse  from  the  quantity  of  writ- 
IwSjfjW*  is  in  the  letter,  or  from  ft»y  difference  in  the 
hujiJ-wiitiog  of  the  wvte  *a>J  the  letter  r 

•  A. 
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A.  I  think  it  -very  possible  it  may  aiise  ftom  ,thf 
quantity  of  tile  wilting,  it  strikes  me,  it  sterns  ino\e 
like  the  writing  of  His  Royal  Highness  ,  I  do  not  ftel 
$ble,  certainly,  to  state  the  compauson  between  the  tba- 
ffecteis  of  the  note  and  letter ;  I  spoke  ftom  a  general 
impression,  as  it  struck  my  eje. 

General  BROWN  RIGG  was  again  called  in,  and 
examined  by  the  Committee,  as  follows . 

'Q,  If  you  had  not  been  in  the  House  of  Commons 
last  night,  should  you  have  had  any  doubt  'c/f  that  shoit 
note  being  the  Duke  of  Yoik's  hand-wiiting  ? 

A.  I  ceitainly  should,  because  I  do  not  think  it  is 
very  like  the  Duke's  writing. 

[The  witness  wasdnected  to  vuthdiaw. 

WILLIAM  ADAM,  E--quiie,  attending  in  his 
place,  a  note  was  shewn  to  him,  and  he  was  exa- 
mined, as  follows :  ' 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  Q  What  is  youi 
dpinion  of  the  hand-wiiting  of  that  note? 

A>  I  think  it  is  like  the  Duke  of  Yoik's  hand-writing  ; 
but  I  cannot  positively  say  moie  than  that.  [The  letters 
'bemg  shewn  to  Mr.  Adam.]  The  letter,  dated  Sandgate, 
is,  in  my  opinion,  in  the  hand-writing  of  the  Duke  of 
Yolk,  I  entertain  the  same  opinion  with  regard  to  this 
letter,  dated  from  Weymouth,  as  with  lespect  to  the 
last. 

Q.  Do  you  mean  that  you  speak  more  positively  to 
the  letteis  than  you  do  to  the  note  ? — A   I  do 

Mr.  Western.  -  Q.  Have  vou  evei  been  told  by  the 
Duke  of  York,  that  the  note  at  -which  you  hist  looked 
was /a  forgeiy ' 

A.  Colonel  Goidon,  in  his  testimony  upon  that  sub- 
ject, has  given  a  very  coneet  deacr,ption  of  what  I  heaid 
the  Duke  of  York  say. 

Q.  Did  the  Duke  of  York  represent  to  jou  that 
note  m^the  same  light  in  which  he  represented  it  to 
Colonel  Gosdon,  namely,  that  it  was  a  foigeiy  ? 

A.  When  I  hist  made  the  communication  to  the 
Duke  of  Yoik,  on  Satuidaj  evening  the  4th  Febiuary, 

he 


(  lfc  ) 

tie  declared  wrthout  hesitation  that  he  had  n»  f£cofiee-« 
iton  whatever  of  such  a  note,  and  that  it  must  be  a  ■fot*- 
gery.  'When  1  went  with  him  to  Mi  Petceval's  that 
evening,  he  Aiade  an  asseveration  precisely  to  the  sarn« 
effect ,.  and  ^ftefwards  when  I  went  fiom  Mr.  Pet-eeval'S 
to  Colonel  Gordon's,  he  made  the  asseveration  at'Colonel 
Guidon's,  which  Colonel  Gordon 'has 'already  givta  in 
evidence.  , 

Q.  Aie  those  the  only  occasions  on  -which  th©  Duke 
of  York  has  informed  yon  that  that  note  was  a  forgen  ' 

A.  Of  Course,  I  have  had  repeated  conversations  with 
His  Rcj  -i  Highness  upon  the  matter  now  depending 
befo>  e  the  House,  and  in  the  course  of  those  com  ctsa- 
tions,  without  being  able  to  .specify  the  paiticolar-tmie, 
His  Royal  Highness  has  held  the  same  language 

Q.  You  have  s'ated,  that  you  thought  the  wiitiug  of 
the  note  was  like  the  writing  of  the  Duke  of  Yoik,  do 
jou  perceive  in  the  formation  of  the  eharactei  of  ttiat 
aiote,  any  thing  unlike  the  wiitnitgof  the  Du^e  of 
York  > 

A.  I  cannot  say  that  in  the  foimation  of  the  charac- 
ter, 1  perceive  any  thing  unlike  the  wilting  of  the  Dale 
of  York/  but  from  the  shortness  of  the  note^and  fiotn 
there  not  being  a  possibility  of  coirecting  judgment  wut'hf 
respect  to  hand-writing,  by  the  general  appearance'  of 
it,  which  takes  place  in  a  long  letter,  I  am  incapable  of 
speaking  "with  the  same  positiveness  with  respect  to 
that,  as  with  respect  to  the  letters, 

Mr.  ANDREW  DICKIE  was  ngsun  called  in, 
and  examined  by  the  Comrnitlee,  as  follows : 

Mr.  J.  Smith.  Q.  What  situation  do  you*  h6Id  tn_ 
Messis.  Coutts's  house ? — A.  Puncipal  Clerk. 

Q.  Are  you  not,  or  were  }  on  not  in  the  habit  lately 
of  accepting  bills  for  that  house ? 

A.  I  have  been  for  a  cousideiable  time. 

Q.  Are  you  not  therefore  in  the  habit  of  observing, 
with  great  attention  upon  the  hand-^vnling  of  indnidu-* 
alswhoaie  connected  With  Messis.  Coutts  and  Com- 
pany ? 

No.  XXI.  V.  2.  Q  A.  I  aui 
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if.  Jmm  in  general,  but  there  Is  a  clejk  m  our  housfe 
tfho  is  more  conversant  in  the  signatures  of  the  different 
customers,  who  examines  the  signatuies  before  the  bills 
afe  brought  to  me  to  accept. 

Q„  Is  it  not  occasionally  youi  business  to  ascertain  the 
genuineness  of  hand-wnting 5— -%A.  No. 

A  Have  you  ever  seeii  any  draft  filled  up  as  •well  as 
signed,  by  the  Commander  in  Chief  ? 

A.  I  have  seen  diafts  signed  by  the  Corrimarider  m 
Chief,  but  ab  to  the  filling  up,  I  cannot  pietend  to  say. 

[The  note  and  the  letters  being  shewn  to  the  wittiest.] 
.  Q.  Do  you  see  any  difference  in  the  hand-writing  of  that 
note  and  those  two  letters,  and  if  you  do,  what  is  that 
difference  * 

,  A.^  There  seems  a  little  diffeience  in  the  note ;  rt  strikes 
me  that  it  is  riot  so  like  the  Duke's,  I  think,,  as'  the 
ethers. 

Q.  Explain  in  wbat  that  difference  consists  ? 
•A.  Being  smaller,  and  not  like  the  others  m  point  ,of 
letter-writing. 

Q.  Mr.  W.  Smith.  Q.  Did  you  put  m  the  words 
tp%  so  like  the  Duke's"  > 

A.  "What  I  meant  by  that  is  this ;  two  letters  were  laid 
before  ro«»',and  I  am  asked  whether  I  conceive  them  to 
be  the  .Duke's  writing  or  not ;  I  conceive  the  note  n'ot 
to  be  s»  njuch  like. 

Lord  Henruker.  Q.  Did  you  insert  the  words  "  not 
so  like  the  Duke's"  > 

A.  I  beg  to  alter  that,  not  so  like  as  those  two  letters 
which  were  shewn  to  me,  purporting  to  be  the  Duke's. 

Q.  Have  jou  not  stated,  that  you  had  never  seen  so 
much  even  as  a  draft  filled  up  by  the  Duke? 

A'  -To  rny  knowledge,  I  have  seeu  His  Royal  High- 
ness's  signature,  but  I  never  saw  His  Royal  Highness 
fill  up  3,  diaft;  but  I  am, not  the  cashier  of  Messrs, 
Coutts's  housed 

-  Q.  Do  you  conceive  yourself  competent  to  say,  except 
m  the  article  of  signature,  whether  the  letter  is  like  the 
Duke's  hand-writing  or  not ? 

A.  I  am  not  sufficiently  conversant  ui  His  Roj  al  High- 
ness's  letter  hand-writing.  t  , 

[The  witness  was  directed  to  withdiaw. 

Mr. 
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Mr.  NICHOLSON  CALVERT  ^nt  it"1»  % 
Committee,  whether  the  course  of  examination* 
tllat-  had  been  pursued  was  not  an  unnecessary' 
waste  of  time.  The  witness  had  stated  a  long  liine' 
since,  thati" He  could  only  speak  as  to'th'e  signature 
of  His  Royal  Highness,-  to  examine  him,  therefore, 
with  respect  to  that  which,  he  could  not  pip^e, 
namely,  the  Duke's  hand -wilting,  was  absolutely;, to 
thiow  away  the  time  of  the  Committee. 

'  Mr.  BENJAMIN  TOWN  was  called  in,  and 
examined  by  the  Coiantiltee,  as  follows: 

_  '21<?  e/taiiceMifr  of  the  Exchequer.  Q.  Where  c(o  yoa 
live  ?— A.  to  Bond-street. 

Q.  In  what  business  are  you  J — A.  An  artist* 

Q.  In  what  line ? — A.  A  velvet  painter. 

<?.  Are  yon  "acquainted  with  Mrs.  Clarke  >~A.  Ye&. 

Q.  Weie  you  acquainted  with  her  wheii  she  lived  ii* 
Gtoucester-place  ?— A.  Yes. 

Q.  Do  you  ever  recollect  having  heard  her  say  any 
thing  lespecttug  hand-writing' — A,  Yes. 

Q.  Vpbn  What  occaijdn,  and  what  was  it  that  the, 
*afd> 

A.  In  the  eoUise  of  conveisation  she  observed  she 
could  forge  tb£  Dulse's  name,  and  she  Rati'  done  it,  and 
she  shewed  it  me  upon  a  piece  of  bl&Bts: '  pape'r,  and  if 
eould  not  "tell  the  difference  between  the  Dulse's  an4 
her  own.  t  /  " 

''  Q\  What  led  her  to  mate  this  observation? 

A.  That  I  cannot  recollect. 
-  Q.  What  Was  'your  business  with  her  at  the  ttme'of^ 
th«  conversation5'  ,  , 

A.  I  gave  her  a  less'dn  that  morning  in  the  art  of 
painting. 

Q.  Have  you  attended  hei  foi  any  time,  to  teach  her 
the  art  of  palntmg  *—rA.  Yes.     '  '.  ; 

Q.  Did  the  obseivation  at  alf  arise  out  of  the  painting 
and  the  lesson  that  you  weie  giving^' 

A-  I  do  not  rightly  compiehend  you* 

Q  2  Q.  Did 
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(&.  Did  -the  observation  she  made  to  you  'arise'^fat  of 
the  subject  thai;  was  before  jott,  the  lesson  you  were  giv-' 

•A.  No,  there  was  writing  on  the'table,  some  papers. 

Q.  What  led  her  to  make  that  observation  51 
.  A.  That  I  cannot  recollect, 

Q  Was  that  all  that  she  said  >  ' 

A.  That  was  all. 
t>Q/.  Did  you  ever-see  her  imitating  any  hand-witing  ? 

A.  None  but  that  that  I  have  mentioned  before,  she 
shewed  me  the  Duke's  writing,  which  she  said  it  was;  I 
c&rwot  say  whethei  it  was  or  not.         '  -\ 

•Q.  Did  she  imitate  it  m  yom  presence ?— A,  She  did.i 

Q.  Had  she  been  drawing  at  that  time  ? — A.  Yes.  - 
,  Q,  Did  she  sav  any  tbinu  about  her1  proficiency t  in 
th%  -art  i—A.  Nof  -  "  •      '  -  i 

Q  Do  .you  mean  that  she  only  introduced  the  obser- 
vation, tfiaVshe  could  forge  the  Duke  of  York's  hand- 
wrj^vng,  and  immediately  imitated  it  in  vour  presence"? 

At.  She  did. 

Q.  Did  you  make  any  observation  upon  it  5 — A.  Yes. 

Ig,  What  obsei  vation  did  jou  make  ? 

A.  That  it  was  a  serious  rnattet. 

(J.  What  (h.d  she  say  upon  that,  or  did  she  say  any 
thing  > — A.  She  laughed 

Q.  -Did  she  say  any  thing  ' — A.  She  did  not. 
',  Siri  i\  Twtyn.    Q.  You  say  Mis  Claike  produced 
file  signature  of  His  Royal  Highness  the  Duke  of  Yoi  k  ; 
aid 'you  "ever  see  any  where  else  the  signature  of  the 
Duke  of  Yoik  >— A.  No.  , 

Q  Was  . the  signature  at  the  bottom  of  a  letter,  or 
was  it  by  itself  >  , 

-  A,.  That  which  was  shewn  for  the  Duke's  was  on  a 
Square  piece  of  papei ,  what  it  was  I  cannot  say  that  was 
svutten. 

Q.  Did  you  read  any  part  of  that  writing  ? 
A.  I  did  ifott 

Q.  Aie  yon  suie  that  the  signature  which  Jdn  state  to. 
ye  the,  signature  ot  the  Duke  of  York,  was  not  wntten 
fey  Mis.  Clarke*  '  '  < 

A.  It  was  shewn  to"  me  for  the.  Duke's,  I  cannot  say 
wht'tlier  she  wrote  it  or  not. 

Lord 
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Lord  Folkestone-  Qs  WhatWas.  the  iword.  -or  word's, 
mh\eh  you  beltave  to  be  the  Duke's  sjgnatuie,  whiett 
Sff**  Claike  unitized'?' 

4.  Sheobserved'th'atthe  Duke  to$$xl'bh  naroethrs!* 
way*,  Frederirk,  ^ovk,  and  Albany;  and  wjhich  of  th  9 
three  I  canaot  positively  say,  it  wab  bue  bBtbosf:  three  I 
am  certain. 

Q.  You  are  not  certain  whether  it  Wsi  ^s«defi(k9 

whether -it  w»»s  Yoik,  01  w-hethei  it  was' Albany 
Ak  I  cannot  positively  say,  but'lt  was  iW«  of  tsfoem, 
Q.  What  bianch  of  painting  do  you,  profess tead* ? 
~~„-  A.  Flowers,  landscape,  fij<ijies,  %aA  ftoit. 
*  Q.  In  your  instiuctions  to  your  pupils,  Jkt  you  ever 
t*»ck  tbem  to  diq,w  letteis  m  any  particular  way,  witl^ 
flourishes  ap,^  flow,eis,.o\  any  thiug  of  th^t  kui$? 
.  A,  .Yes,  I  do. 

'  Q.  Should  j  ou.  know  the  wi  itirig,  if  jou  weie  to  see  \% 
winch  j-es,erabled  that  whjah  Mr^.  Clarke  wrote  iri  inula* 
tiou  of  the  Duke  of  Yorls's? 

4>  Nj^-I  shotted  not."  The  one  that  she,  copied'  froni, 
the  one  th.it, she  shewed  me)  £hat  she  sai<iwas,tUe  Duke's, 
I  should  know, .if, f  wa$  to  see  it. 

Q.  Did  M«s.  Clarke  state  that  she  could  mutate  the} 
Duke- o|  York's  signature,  o<ifly,  «r  his  hand-writing  in 
.general,? 

A.  She  on*lv  observed  his  signatuie, 

Mr.  figrham-  Q-  Eionn  tl}e  attention  to*  formation, 
of  letters  mr  regard.to,  J  phi, art,  you  pioba'bjy  can  speak  t<>, 
whajtj.siM't*  of  hs(^i4>it,wa8  that  was  .shewn  to  you,  as  ths> 
JlmH^of .York's,,  was /t, a  small  hand,  c4  a. large ojiei i 

A.  ft  was  a  smalLhand. 

.  Q.  Was  it- a(  rlquusbing  hand,,  or  a  plsfin  one? 
A.  A  plain  harwL 

Q  You  ^mentioned,  1^  think,  that  Mrs,,  Clarfee  toltJ 
you  she  could  imitate  the  D,ukeof  York's  hand-writing  ?: 

A.  She  did,  and  -she  sbewed'it  me  on  a  &quare<p.iese 
&f  papen    ,  , 

Q.  The  word  was  "  imitate'** — A,  Tfo,^:  forge." 
1  Qy>  Were       u^ch,  m  the  coafttisnce  of  ;Mrs.  Clarke  ? 

a:^o.; 

Q.  -.Vol*,  wene.  ^ot-at  all  in-  the.  confidence  of  Mp?. 

Q  3  •  eiaf  ke 
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Clarl{e  "when  s&e  shewed  you  how  sh'e'couWibt'^fe&e 
Duke's  hand  > — A.  No.  '  _  ' 

The  Ckancelhr  of  tfie.  Exchequer.  Q  To  whom  ditl 
you  fir^t  communicate  this  fact,  of  lmVrng  heatd  Mis. 
Claikejiialie^ns'e  of  these  expiessions  ?  *  ' 

A.  'Lady  Hiiggerstone. 

Q.  At  what  time  ? — A-  She  was  taking  a  lesson. 
(}.  How  longago 2 

A. 'I  look  upon  it  to  be  about  three  -weeks,  or  more ; 
I  cannot  say  to  the  time  positively ,  I  look  up«n  it  to  be 
thieevweeks,  01  lather  bettei 

Q.  Had  any  body  applied  to  you,  to  ask  whether  you 
could-  giv4e  this  information,  or  did  you  of  your  own  ac- 
cord, vol  mi  tan]  y  mfiiEiorj  it  fir«t  to  Lady  Hagg-eiMone*' 1 

A.  It  was  in  the  bourse  of  conversation ,  she  was  observe 
mg  one  thing  and,  the  other,  and  she  biought  up- the 
.Duke's  affair,  the  business,  concerning  the  Duke;  and  I 
Suppose  Lady  Haggei stone  had  mentioned  it  somewhere, 
and  thqufore  I  was  called  up  to  give  evidence. 

Q.,  Is  it  the  impression  upon  jour  mind,  that  Mrs. 
Claike  had  great  facility  in  imitating  hand-writing  ' 

A  Yes,  the  Duke's  hand,  that  that  was  shewn  to  me- 
foi  the  Duke's. 

Sir  7*  Turlori.  Q.  You  ha\e  said,  that  in  your  pie- 
sence,  Mis.  Claike,  upon  a  piece  of  papei,  copied  the 
signature,  as  you  supposed,  of  the  Duke  of  Ydik,  which 
was  so  exactly  similar,  that  you  could  not  felt  the  diftei- 
euce;  do  you  mean  tb  say,  you  conceived  Mrs.  Clarke- 
Was  equal  to  imrtatmg  hand-writin'g<?'wi'fh  gieiit  ease» 

A  She  copied  that  extremely -well,  as  I  thought  ,  I 
neve i  s,uv  her  copy  any  other  wilting. 

Mr.  C".  Adams.  Q.  tfow  long  is  it  since  you  gave 
any  lesspn  to  Mi  s,  Clarke  the,  last  time ? 

A.  I  cannot  say  without  leiemng  to  my  bo*k. 

t£  Did  }ou  and  she  part  on  good  teuns  ? 
-  A  She  is  in  my  debt. 

Q.  Was  theie  evtr  any  quariel  or  animosity  between 
j'^ou  upin-i  any  subject  •'— A.  I^Jene  ^hute\er. 

Q  Did' \'oti' lawyer  question  her  about  pajing  yowr 
Aibt>—A.  Yes. 

Q':  Had'VoU  eVet'-any  dispute  upon  that  subjects'  - 

'At  Hone  whatever. 

q.  Ka8 
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Q.jlias..  site  paid  you.  all  that  is,  due  to  you  5 — .4.  No. 

Q.  Had  you  any  conversation  with  Mjjs.  Clarke  atout 
a  loap  of  money ? — A.  Yes. 

Q."  St-ffe,  the,  substance  of  that  conversation  to  the 
Comtnitteee^ 

A.  She  said  the  Duke  wished  a  sum  of  raon,ev ;  she 
begged  of  ine  to  inqirne  of  Mr.  Abiaham  Goldbrflid,  if 
be  would;  he  said7 he  was  no  money-lender. 

Q.  Did  yautever  j»^y  that  a  person  of  the  name  of  Jew 
Kmg  wa£  to  le,iid  hifn  money  ? 

A,  She  requested  of,  me  to  go  to  Jew  King* 

[The  witness  was  dnected  toi  withdraw. 

[•Lord  TempjI-e  infovmetl  the  Cormnit.tee^.t'bajtrfcfee 
person  who  was  to  prove  the  band-writing  of  I,ieut. 
Col,  Tucker,  \va,s  rea,dy  to  appeal  at  the  Bar,  and, 
plow  it,.}  - 

Mr.XAMES  BgEVVBR  was  catled  in,  and  a  let- 
ter being  shewn  to  trie  witness,  he  was  enamiaed  by 
the  Committee,  as  follows, 

Q.  Do. you  know,  that  to  b?,  the  hand-writing;,  of 
Lieutenant-Colonel  John  Tucker  ?— A*  It  is.  ' 

Q.  You  haye  seen,  htm  write ?— A.  Very  frequently. 

.[A  letter  f%>m,  Colonel  T,ucker  to  th^e  Chairman 
of  the  Committee  was.  read.} 

(Public  J  "  Acfuitapt  C£epera^*s  Office, 

"  Sjrt  '      '  "  Edinburgh,  tjeb/uarv  12th,  1809  " 

"  Havuig  peree^eJ,"  njith,  conslueiable  fegrtt,  that  the  name  of 
"  raj  Upeoted 'brother,  who  was  lately  lost  m  Hi»  Maie-.ty_'<^ 
"  tltiiop  Primrose,  has  been  brought  fcrwaM  by  Mrs,  tilarite,' 
"  m  hoi  examination  before  the  Hdnomable'  House  ofCom- 
<l  mens,  1  tiu^t  you  will  excuse  my  addressing  you  with  a 
"  Mlewiloi^eroirte  aoyjmpresstbn  ftuvfi  the  Kgbjiq,  l^aAei^ffer 
"  hp  or  nfj^lf  hayf.  oUtkir^ii  our , promotion,  at  arjy  time, 
'/.tlVOuffl^the'iiK.an^  o\'u4ilpe  or  improper  infl^enteX  f(>f  which' 
'^fSnfpoS'e  I  fioj)ie4,,m  iy 'b<»  ppnmtt'ed  to  snte^/itrfJ,  -without 
**  in'm  Bi»g=the  imputation  eij  p/^siimptum  or  painty.  My, 

"  where  ht  bmeddurinf  the  campaign  omaf^uft'CSrnwlW?- 
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^5h  tfiai'cotfntiy  •  He-'  stibsectuently  seived  in  Egypt,  as  Ma- 
y>T  of  Brigade  ta<Lt.  General  Sir  David  Band,  through 
**  whose  fiitrd-dnp  and  good  opinion  he,  obtamedjjlje.  irenfjj 
(,V  Wnke which  he  hald  in  the  seivice    lhat  of  Major  was 
'<  eonfeired  u,>OB-hirh  m  consequence  of  his  situation  astffe- 
"  putt/  Adjutant  General  to  th^Forces  employed  "under  Sir4 
**  Dsvttl  Kuril,  at  the  capture  of  the  Ca,pe  of  Good  Hope; 
,."  and .tiiab of  Lt  CAlonet  was  obt«fued  for  lum  by  the  same? 
"  excellent  officer,  on-  then-  letmn  from  the  Cape     He  back 
,"  Obtained  an  effective  majority  a  fi»  weeks  pi  tor  tohis  melan- 
chof)' and' lamented  fite,  having  served  as  A,sst  Adyt  Genl. 
"  in  Zealand,  and  as  Deputy' Adjutant  General  to  the  Army; 
"  un<$eA  f>ir  Attluir  Welteslty  in  Portugal  '  - 

J*t0f'fri!s«wents  a>  an  officer,  many  distinguished  Ivlembers  of  the 
"  Honourable  Hous^  are  able  to  speak1,  and,  I  doabt  not, 
.      "    ill  do  justice  to  his  memoiy  and  character 
<*'With  respect  tornv  own  piomotifata,  I  can  ^Jolemfily  declare,  that 
*'  I  have  obtained  it  in  regular  regimental  succession,  by  pur*~ 
"  c/iase,  with  the  exception  of  my  Bnngn,ct/anA  Liev.tman.cyf. 
<f  vvhict  wee  given  to  ro>,  and  the  brevet  rank  of  t.t  Colonel* 
"  which  I  received,  in  consequence  of  havtng  been  selected 
"  by  Sir  Samuel  Aiichmnty,  to  be  the  bearer  of  his  dispatches, 
J'lannouncing  the  reduction  of  Mr>nte  Vjideo,;  inhouth  Ame- 
"  nia,  by  assault,  on  the  3rd  of  February  T&07t    Tha^e  had 
u  the  hoiroitr  of  serving,  as  a  volunteer,  on  seVeral  expeditions,' 
"and  I  feel  confident,  Ihflt  J  have  wed^every  endeavour  toj 
"  meiit  the  favours  which  my  graciout.  sovereign  has  deigned. 
,   ..   '*  to  confer  upon  me 

**  I  ffel  it  due  to  my  deceased  brother,  and  to  myself,  to  make  this 
"  conifiiuntcauon  to  you, bemg»solicitou«t  that  my  brother  offiZ. 
"*  co-jftnav^o*  tbe  induced  to  behave,  from  4be  declaration  of 
"Mr*  Claike,  that  am  undue  or  improper  influence  has,  in. 
*'  in' the  least  degree,  tended-  to  procure  rank  to  either,  And„ 
is^my  feelfngs'are,  naturally,  interested  on  thi»  unplsasant 
"  subject,  I  earnestly  requeji  that  you  will  l|dj'«  the  jjoGdnsis*. 
"  to  cause  this  statement  to>  be  made  a&pubhc  as  possible^ 
*<-Tf qt.tjng  to  yotir.libeiatuy, 

,1  have  the,  honour  to, be,  Sir, 

"  Yohi-most  obedient  and  humble  servitrt, 

"JOHM'G  I5  TUCKER, 
*>  To  the  .Honourable  the  Chairman  '      "Xit  Colonel." 

"/o£the  Conumttee,  &c.  &c.  &c," 

ThfeCH4SF^EI.L€XB  of  UlQ  JJxC BBgW EE . &fn£t,  be- 

fiftietlje  Committee  should  proceed  to  the  eXatoina- 
tioij.  o,f  the  letters  which  had  beefi  submitted  to  a 
Committee  last  night,  to  make  a  statement,  which 
■would .serve  %%  aji  answer  to  a  question  pat  oti  a  for- 
4  mer 
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ntertiiglitbj  an  Honouiable  Member  of  that  iff  o.use. 
The  question  refened  to  the  expense  which  the 
Duke  of  York  had  ,nciined  foi  the  maintenance  of 
the -establishment  for>Mis.  Claike  in  Gloueester- 
pla'ce.    As  far  as  he  was  enabled  to  enquire,  no  ac- 
cuiate  account  cOuidbe  made  out  of  the  total  amount 
of  thnt  expenditure'  Theie  weie  ni.uiy  ttera-s,  how- 
ever, capable  of' distinct  proof*  which'Ke  liad'becn 
enabled  to  collect,  the  aggregate  of  which  would  give 
the  Committee  some' adequate  idea  of  the  aetuat 
state  of  the  case.   Besides  what  had  b6en  expended 
for  the  house  and  furniture,  &c.  it  had  been  ascer- 
tained, by  a  teference  to  His  Royai  Kigbness's 
banker's  books,  that  a  sum  of5,570i  -hadibeea  paid 
by  diafts  for  the  support  of- that  establishment.  He 
Was  also  authoused  to  state,  that  .His  'Royal  High-' 
ness  had  at  vauous  times ^wen  to  Mis.  Clark*'  dr^ 
veis 'additional  sums,  winch  he  had-at  present 
means  of   ascertaining,   though  of  considerable 
amount.    No  one  payment  had  been  paid 'ft*  Mrs: 
Clarke's  mime  clmin-g  the  whole  continuance  oflrer 
living  und«r  the  piotection  of'Hts  Royal  Highness. 
With  legaid  to  the  drafts  upon  the 'banker,  that 
poiut  might  be  proved  by  evidence  at  the  har,  or  be- 
fore a-seteot  Committee,  •  if  the  Committee  should 
be  of  option  that  it  should  be  go-ne  into  •  it  would' 
appeal,  fiom  the  evidence  of  the  servant  wh©  was 
uniformly  employed  to  take  the  dtafts  to  the  Bank, 
and  who,  when  he  biought  back  the  mdney  to  Hitf 
Royal  Highness,  unifoimly  watted  till  His  Royal 
Highness  made  it  up  in  packages,  or  under  covers/ 
to  be  sent  by  the  saaae  seivant  to  Mrs.  Claike's- 
house.    With  respect  to  the  other  sums  paid  by  His 
Royal  thgfeness  on  account  of  that  establishment, 
they  could  easily,  be  ascertained  from  the  books,  of 
the  -various  tradesmen,  atod'jothei.pelsons'.w.ho  sup- 

i)I'ied  the  funnitiiLe,  jewels,  plate,  that  had  aheudy 
>cen  so  often  mentioned  in  that  i|ouse,  and  wine,. 

The 
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The  whole  sum  paid  fiom  Jan.  1804  to  June  1806,. 
W3?i  lf),7'6H.  If  the  Committee  had  a  wish  to.go'm- 
tt>  the  question,  he  was  piepaied  to  bring  evidence 
to  the,  b«»>  to  .prove  the  statement.  (A  cry  of  Nof 
Nq  ')  So  far*  he  was  authonsed  to  state,  and  he 
tiusted,  that  it  would  be  a  satisfacfoiy  answer  to  the 
question  put  to  Inm  by  an  Hon.  Menibei  on  a  for-' 
luer  night,  and  remove  any  unfavouiable  lmpies- 
sion  that  might  have  anscn  fioro  the  supposition 
that  onh/.-one  thousand  pound*  a  year  was  allowed, 
a*  Stated  ,by  the  witness  at  the  bai,  for  the  suppoit 
of  the  establishment  hi  Glou,cestei-place 

Mr,  <Cri,pfis!  returaed  thanks  to  the  Right  lion. 
Gentleman  tor  the  attention  w  hich^be  had  paid  to 
the.  question-  pat  by  bun  on  a  former  night    Eveiy  , 
Qe<j3,{leinan  must  be  convinced,  that  whatever  might , 
bei.the  lesulkof  this  investigation,  it  was  desirab'e  to ' 
©bytate, ,if  possible,,  at  the- outset,  the  effect  of  the 
iitvpreisitm,  which  might  be  made  by  an  enoneous  ^ 
representation^  the  state  of  the  ease.    lJnst  n«- 
isnessions  were  generally  strongest,  and  it  was  with;a 
view  to.pr^vent  the  effect,  of  an  enoneous  impres- 
sion, that  he  had  .put  the  question  he  did  on  a  for* 
mer  night.    The  answer  of  the  Right  Hon.  Gentle- 
man was  as  specific  as  it  well  could  be.    As  he  was 
upian  his,  l<?gs,  he  should  obseivc,  that  however  this" 
roxjuwy  .might  teii&inate,  the  Duke  of  Yoik  would 
have  one  cqusolation  arising  on  it;  because  without 
the. opportunity  affoided  by  it,  the  uupaiallefed  le- 
gulauty*  with  which  the  business  of  the  army  was 
conducted  at  the  Uwge  Gmuds,  as  detailed  in  the 
evidence  of  Col.  Gordon,  would  not  have  been  given, 
to  the  public. 

Mi.  Cueevey  wished  to  know  ^whether  the  sum 
of  five  thonwndjfive  hundred  and  seventy  poundk 
was  ,oy£i  and  jubove  her  aliovao©»  of  one  thousand! 
pounds  a  year,  which  the  Duke  of  York  agreed  let 
pay  M*s* 'Clarke.  ■  " 

The 
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The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  refjlic'd; 
that  that  sum  included  all  the  fenms  paid  by  draffs, 
upon  His  Royal  Highness'*.  Banker  for  Mrs.  Chuke's- 
establishment.  As  to  the  other  tsunis'  which  iiad 
been  paid  on  the  same  account,  as  no  nfietnoran&utri 
respecting  them  were  .to  be  found,  they,  -o^fcbuise, 
weie  not  comprehended  in  the  sum  stated*;  "hut  he' 
appiehendcd  that  the  one  thousand  pounds  a  year 
nnisj  be  included.  ■ 

Mr  Be.ueseobi)  observedj  that  this  was  one' 
of  the  mostseuqus  inquiries  that  had  evet  been  cai- 
ried  on  before  Parliament,  or  the  pubhc.  It  was  aot 
only  the  impression  it  made  oa  that  House,  but  on 
the  City  and  the  country  in  general,  that  waa  (o  be 
considered.  •  It  was  vain  for  them  to  shut  their  eyes 
to.  any  part  -of  tlie  case,  and  suppose  tha-t-tfoeteby 
they  would  shut  the  eyes  of  the  nation.  It  wis  com- 
pelent  to^  any  Member  of  the  Committee  to  state 
what  he  beaid.  in  every  part  of  the  town  upon  the 
sulyect,.fliom  persons  of  strong  sense  and'  sbund 
judgment.    The  impression,  was—   < 

"The  Chairman  observed,  •  that  he  ulTderstood 
the,  honourable  Member  to  have  risen  to  put  a  ques- 
tion, tp  the  right  honourable  Gentleman  on  the  floor} 
otherwise  he  was  out  of  order. 

,M,'r.  BfeBESJORB  said,  that  he  had  intended  to 
conclude,  what  he  had  to  say  with  aqufstibn;  but 
as.he  was  not  suffeied  to  go  on,  he  should  put  his 
question — "  Do  you  know  that  the  Duke  of  York' 
did  pay  any  and  whatsum  towards  keeping  the  house 
m, Gloucester-place  for  Mrs.  Claike,  in  addition  to 
the  owe  thousand  pounds  per  annum  *" 

The  Chancellob  of  the  Exchequer  replied, 
that  he  jvuew  nothing  of  the  allowance  of  one  thou- 
sand a»year,  hut  fiom  the  witness  at  the  bai.  He 
never  knew  any  thing  of  it  fiom  His  Royal  High- 
ness,. \v:hatji€» had  stated,  be  had  taken  from  a 
paper  which  he  had  in  his  hand,  and  which  was  an 

account 
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,  a?cc0ijnt  of  drafts  paid  to  Messrs-  Araaer,  LucaSj  and 
t'm  the  establish  me  ii  tin  Gloucester-place,  from 
January  1804,  to  June  180G. 

i  Loid  Henry  Pe"euy  ro>>e  to  o«kr.  He  had  un- 
derstood it  to  be  the  rule  of  the  Committee,(that 
each'wjtineslshould  answei  only  to  facts  within  h is 
awn  knowledge,  from  wluchmle  the  statement  of 
the  ,Hight  Hon  Gentleman  was  a  depai  ture.  -  - 

The  Chancellor  ot  the  Exchequer  replied, 
that  he  had  onlj  answered  to  a  question  put ,  and 
however  n regular  that  question  might'be,  an  objec- 
tion to  it  would  come  with  piopucty  fiom  any  other 
quaitei 

Mi.  Wnn  bread  admitted,  that  the  llight  Hon. 
Gentleman  was  not  to  blame,  but  insisted,  that 
it  was  impossible  to  place  his -statement  upon  the 
minutes. 

.  Mr.  TELLER  insisted  that  the  statement  must  he 

E laced  somewhere  01  othei.  An  Hon.  Member 
ad  put  a  question  whethei  no  moie  than  10001. 
had  been  allowed  for  the  establishment  in  Gloii- 
cestet-place,  leaving  it  to  be  infened,  that  the  rest 
was  to  be  supplied  by  sinister  means.  When  the 
Chancellor  ot  the  Exchequer,  01  any  common 
Menibei  like  himself,  came  toiward  with  a  statement 
to  do  away  such  an  impiession,  it  ought  to  be  placed 
upon  the  minutes. 

Mi.  Chipps  declared,  that  he  had  been  misundei- 
stood  by  the  Hon.  Gentleman,  as  he  bad  ,put  the 
question  111  oidei  to  obviate  any  such  impression  as 
that  alluded  to  by  the  Hon.  Gentleman. 

Mi.  Bkresfokd  stated,  that  his  wish  had-been 
when  he  lose  befoie,  to  move  that  the  statement  of 
the  Chaueelloi  ot  the  Exehequei  should  be  placed 
on  the  minutes,  as  they  weie  the  only  tatc  jepicr- 
sentations  of  their  pioceedings. 

Loid  Folk es ton  e  rose  to  ask  a  question  of  the 
Chancelloi  ot  the  Exchequer,  but  was  ceiled  to  older 
by  Mr. 
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••"Mr;  sS&eretaty  Canning',  objected1  to  any  exa- 
mination of  'his  right  honouiable  Friend,  because 
he  had  not  stood  toiwaid  a*  a  witness,  bust  merely 
produced  a  statement  in  answei  to  a  question  which. 
hkt<d  betfrrput  to  hitn. 

Lord  Folkstone  had  not  meant  to  examine  the 
right-  honourable  Gentleman,  though,  he  saw  no  rea- 
son why  he  should  not,  if  necessaty,  be  examined 
as  well  as  any  other  member  of  the  Committee. 
The  noble- Loid  their  put  a  question  iespectiug  the 
amount'of  some  diafts,  and  the  tim.es  at  which  they 
were  diawn,  to  which  the^  Chaneelloi  of-  the  Ex- 
cheqaei  lephed,  in  sums  of  two  handled,  and  one 
hundred  and  fifty  pounds  each  ,  and  between  Janu- 
.  ary,  }g04,  and  May,  1806. 

Sir  G.  Warrendfr  thought  that  the  course  sug- 
gested by  the  right  honouiable  Gentleman,  of  re- 
ten- mg  the  mattet  to  a  select  committee,  would  have 
Men  tSie  wisest.  ' 

Lord  Tliuple,  in  this  piotracted  investigation, 
deprecated  airy  pioceeding,  such  as  the  appointment 
of  a'sielfeer  coirimittee,  wliich  would  piotract  it  still 
rrfore.  ' 

Ttad  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  explained. 

Mh.  Tullfr  then  said,  attei  the  statement' of  the  , 
Chancetlof  of  the  E-r<  hecjuer,  he  wonldask  'of  the 
House  and  of  the  public,  whether  they  would  wish 
that  mote  than  appeals  in  his  statement  should  be 
expended  upon  the  baggage  who  had  appealed  at  the 
Bai. — (Ltiitgiiing,  and  < loud  cries  of  order  '  order!) 
"  If  I,  Sir,  had  been  allowed  to  piocecd  as  [  wished, 
I' 'Should  lojig  since  have  stopped  this  foolish',  thi3 
sHly'Wc|irify.  (Ofder'  oVder !  order!)  The  fiist  six 
questions  that  wele  puf  to  he'r  at  the  Bar,  were 
etiotfgh  to  shew  hei  shufflulg  and  prevai  leaf  ion. 
(Loud' iries  of  order!  order  '  order') 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  stated, 
that  trie  BW  (hbus»itad  five  bu'nched  and  seventy 

'No.  XXI.  V.  2.  R  pounds 
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pounds  weie  included  in  the  total  sum  of  sixteen 
thousand  seven  hundied  and  sixly-one  pounds. 

,Sir  G.  Waekendee  wished  ts  kuow  whether 
sixteen  thousand  pounds  was  the  utmost  limit  of 
the  expense  gone  to  by  his  Royal  Pighuess  on  that 
occasion. 

Mr.  Secretary  Canning  stated,  that  when  his 
right  honouiable  Fuedd  mentioned  that  sum,  it  was 
only  to  negative  the  statement  which  hud  been 
made  by  the  witness *,  and  which  had  gone  veiy 
far  abioad,  that  the  Duke  did  not  allow  her  more 
than  three  thousand  pounds  in  three  jeais.  Hie 
object,  however,  of  the  statement  was  by  no  means 
to  asceitain  what  had  leally  been  paid,  but  reeiely 
to  negative  an  enoneous  statement  which  had  made 
some  impiession. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  said,  that 
the  only  leason  why  he  doubted  vvhethei  those  pa- 
pers ought  to  be  lefened  to  a  Committee  was,  that 
it  would  be  very  haid  to  bung  the  maitei  to  any 
thing  like  legal  pioof.  All  the  pioot  thattheie  could 
be  of  the  payment  of  the  five  thousand  five  hundied 
and  seventy  pounds  could  only  be,  that  such  sums 
had  been  paid  by  the  Duke's  Bankeis.  and  that  pac- 
kets had  afterwaids  been  sent  by  the  Dake  of  Yoik 
to^Mrs.  Claike.  Whethei  those  packets  did  or  did 
not  contain  the  sums  stated  as  having  been  leceived 
from  the  Bankeis,  could  only  appear  by  the  asse- 
verations of  the  Duke  of  Yoik.  As  that  was  not  le- 
gal pioof,  he  doubted  of  the  propnety  of  leaving  the 
papers  to  a  Committee. 

After  some  desultoiy  conveisation,  it  wasiesolved, 
that  the  letteis  taken  at  Captain  Sandon's  lodgings 
should,  when  pioved,  be  lead  in  evidence. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  observed, 
that  it  would  be  bettei  not  to  pei  mit  the  witness  +, 


*  Mrs,  Claike. 


t  Mrs.  Claike. 

who 
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who  was  to  prove  the  hand-writing,  to  read  the  con- 
tents of  the  letteis.  It  often  happened  that  witnesses 
chose  to  lead  the  letters  befoie  the;y  would  acknow- 
ledge then  hand-wntmg,  and  that,  at  least,  prepaifcd 
them  tor  the  examination  which  was  to  follow. 

It  appealed  to  be  the  sense  of  the  Committee  that 
the  Chan  man  should  admo.ush  Mis.  Clarke  that  she 
was  not  to  lead  the  letteis  pioduced  to  hei,  but  sim- 
ply to  stale,  upon  looking  at  them,  whettiei  01  not 
they  were  hei  hand-wntng. 

Mis.  MARY  ANN  CLARKE  was  called  in  ;  and 
was  infoimed  by  the  Chairman,  that  when -any 
letteis  weie  put  into  her  hand  to  asceitam  her  own 
hand- wuting,  she  was  not  to  lead  the  contents  of 
those  letteis. 

This  is  my  hand-wiiting  (No.  I.)  [Mrs,  Clarke  iden- 
tified other  letters,  numbered  to  41  ] 

Mrs.  Chrke.  No.  42  is  a  piece  of  the  Duke  of  York's 
letter  which  had  come  fiom  Dover,  with  his  seal  upon 
it,  it  is  directejl  "  Geoige  Farquhar,"  axid  has>  the 
same  sort  of  seal  as  the  note  that  Captain  Sandon  had 
beie  last  night, 

[The  papeis  fiom  No.  1  to  42  inclusive,  wcie  i,ead  ] 

The  next  lettei,  marked  42,  was  fiom  the  Duke 
of  Yoik  to  Mis  Claike,  dnected  to  Geoige  Farquhar . 
it  was  dated  fiom  'Dover. 

Mrs.  Clarke  observed,  that  the  seal  of  this  lettei,  as 
well  as  the  haiid-wuting,  would  be  found  the  same  as 
that  other  lettei  found  in  the  possession  of  Captain 
Sandon. 

As  the  Cleik  was  proceeding  to  read  it, 
Mi.  Croker  lose,  and  said,  that  it  did  not  ap- 
pear to  the  Committee  that  any  moie  of  the  letteis 
R  2  had 
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had  any  lelevancy  to  the  question  at  issue.  If,  how- 
ever, the  honouiable  Gentleman  (Colonel  War dlb) 
thought  otherwise,  he  might  call  foi  the  leading  oi 
the  other  letteis. 

Mr.  Watrdle  said  that  he  did  not  think  they 
weie  lelevant,  and  theiefoie  should  not  piess  ioi 
their  being  read. 

Captain  HUXLEY  SANDON  was  biou6ht  to 
the  Bui j  and  was  examined,  as  follows : 

Lord  Folkstone.  Q  State  to  the  Committee  fiom  what 
motive  you,  whea  \ou  were  the  inst  tune  evammed  ^ibout 
the  biihiiie-^  of  Major  Tonyn,  you  did  not  mention  ii.e 
note  which  you  pioduced  last  night ? 

A.  I  leal!  am  exttemely  ashamed  of  myself  that  I 
did  not,  and  I  hope  the  honouiable  House  will  pai- 
don  me 

Q  What  motive  had  jou  fo<-  not  mentioning  that 
note,  when  you  were  fhst  examined  at  the  Bar  ? 
A.  I  really  had  no  motive. 

Q.  Weie  j on  awaie  that  it  was  a  nsateual  cncum- 
stante  to  the  point  on  whithpou  weie  examined  s 
A.  Certainly  it  was. 

Q.  Weie  you  not  awaie  that  you  weie  bound  to  give 
such  infoimation  as  was  withm  youi  knowledge  respect- 
ing that  fact  > 

A.  I  did  not  understand  that  I  was  obliged  to  give  it ^ 
I  thought  if  the  question  was  asked  me,  I  was  obliged 
to  answer  it. 

Q.  State  the  icason  why  yon  did  not  mention  it  on 
your  hist  examination  ? 

A.  I  leally  do  not  know  how  to  aribwei  the  question. 

Q.  Why,  when  you  were  asked  about  this  note,  did 
you  deny  knowing  what  was  become  of  it ? 

A.  At  that  penod  the  note  was  mislaid. 

Q.  Last  oight  did  you  not  Know  what  was  become  of 
the  note  ? 

A.  Not  till  I  went  home  ,  it  was  mislaid. 

[The 
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[The  Committee  seemed  indignant  at  an  answer 
so  coniraiy  to  what  he  gave  on  the  preceding  night, 
and  the  pnsonei  was  taiieu  fiom  the  Bar  ] 

Captain  Freemantle  thought,  that  if  Captain 
Sandoh  was  to  be  examined  any  fuithei,  the  Chan- 
man  ought  to  admonish  him,  chat  the  House  could, 
inflict  still  faithei  piinibl  meiitupon  him  if  he  con- 
tinued to  pievancate. 

Tins  appeared  to  be  the  sense  of  the  Committee, 
and  the  witness  was  again  bioughtto  the  Bar.  The 
Chan  man  then  addievsed  him  to  the.  following  effect : 
"  Captain  Sandon,  I  am  mstiucted-to  inform  you, 
that  aheady  a,veiy  heavy  punishment  has  been  in- 
flicted on  jou.  fot  gioss  prevaiication  m  your  evi- 
dence, and  that  if  }ou  stiU  peiseveie  in  gioss  pie- 
vaucation,  you  will  find  that  you  have  not  aheady 
eYpeiiehctd  the  whole  of  the  punishment  which  the 
House  has  it  in  its  powci  U  inflict." 

Captain  Huxley  Sandom.     Mi.  Chan  man  ;  I  really  do 
not  mean  to  pievaucate,  I  am  veij  sony  this  honoui- 
able  House  has  that  idea  ,  I  will  speak  every  thing  I 
know  ,  it  is  my  wish,  I  assure  you,  not  to  prevaueate 
will  tell  eveiy  thing  I  can  possibly  know. 

Mr  Whitbread.  Q.  Do  you  recollect  any  con'  eisa« 
tion  which  you  held  with  Colonel  Hamilton  somewheie 
in  London,  since  yotn  leturn  to  London,  v  nen  you  in- 
f  01  aied  Colonel  Hamilton  that  the  not',  was  destroyed, 
wheiem  you  u-ed  inia  expiession,  "  ♦hey  have  foigot  it" 
or  "  foi  gotten  theui  - 

A.  Not  upon  my  lerollection,  upon  my  honoui  ,  I  will 
certainly  say  every  tiling  I  know  ,  it  is  my  wish  and  nay 
inclination. 

Q.  Do  you  fecollect  any  coiweisation  which  you  held 
With  Colonel  Hamilton  sotuewheie  in  London,  since  3  our 
return  to  London,  when  }ou  infoimed  Colonel  Hanultofc 
that  the  note  was  destroyed,  wherein  jou  used  this  ex- 
pression, "  they  have  forgot  it"  or  "  foi  gotten  them  f" 

A.  No,  I  never  made  use  of  that  expiession, 

R  3  3* 
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Sir  Q.  Warrender.  Q.  Was  it  with  a'.yie^Mao!  ary 
emolument  01'  advantage  to  be  denve;d  from  the  posses- 
won  of  that  letter,  that  you  concealed  ? 

A.  No  ;  certainly  not. 

Q.  What  was  the  motive  which  induced  you  to  con- 
ceal that  lettei  fiom  the  House,  jtill,  by,  the  punishment 
oi  the  House  being  inflicted  upon  you,  you,  by  the 
feai  of  that  punishment,  weie  induced  to  produce  it 5 

A.  I  had^o  paiticulai  motive  for  keeping  back  that 
letter. 

Q,  Do  you  tlien  mean  to  state,  that  without  any  di- 
rect motive  for  so"  doing,  you  told  a  deliberate  falsehood 
at  the  Bai  > 

A.  I  am  soray  to  say  that  I  did. 
'"'Q.  Did  you  or  did  you  not,  at  the  time  of  your  ex- 
amination heie  last  night,  think  that  that  note  was  of 
impoitance  ? — ^.  Certainly  I  did. 

Q.  In  what  way  did  you  think  that  note  of  impoi- 
tance ? 

-  A»  Because  it  was  the  note  that  I  presented  to  Majoi 
Tonyn,  which  convinced  him  that  it  was  the  interest  I 
liad  with  Mib„  Claike  that  got  him  the  majority. 

Q.  Did  you  know,  of  your  own  knowledge,  the  hand- 
writing of  that  note  ? 

A  I  never  saw  the  haad-wnting,  to  my  knowledge, 
bef-ne. 

'  Q"  Did  Major  Tonyn  seem  to  know  the  hand-writing, 
or  did  he  make  any  observation  upon  the  note,  and 
what ? 

A.  I  do  not  recollect  that  he  did,  I  shewed  him  the 
note,  and  at  that  peiioO  he-said^  then  the  matter1  might 
stand  ovei  for  two  or  three  Gazette  days,  ©i  a  Gazette 
day  or  two.  ,  .  • 

Q.  State  why  it  was  of  importance  to  you  to  conceal 
that  lettei . 

A.  I  had  no  paiticular  leason  why  I  concealed  at/ 

jQ.  Did  Colonel  Hamilton,  when  yon  shewed  him 
'that  rtote,  tell  you  it  was  the  hand-writing  ofjiis  Royal 
Highness  the  Duke  of  Yolk  ? — A.  No,  he  did  not.  \ 

(Qi  What  remark  did  Colonel  Hamiltoln  make" upon 
thM-nete,  when,  you  shewed  it  to  him  ? 

,  A.  Previous  to  my  sHewing  him  the  note,  I  told  him 

that 
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that  I  understood  it  was  his  Royal  Highness's  band-wiit- 
mg  ;  he  asked  me  what  kind  of  hand  it  was,  whethei  it 
was  a  neat  Jrttle  hand,  and  whethei  the  Luge  T's  were 
made  in  a  paiticulai*  way,  turning  over  ,  and  when  I 
shewed  him  the  note,  I  asked  him,  Do  you  think  it  is 
his  Rojal  Highness's  hand-writing  '  he  made  me  no 
answer. 

Q.  Did  you  apprehend  any  danger  01  inconvenience 
to  yourself,  fiom  acknowledging  that  the  note  was  in 
youi  possession? — A.  No,  I  did  not. 

[The  witness  Was  taken  fiom  the  Bau 

Mr.  W.  Smith  then  said,  he  hoped  that  Captain 
Sandon  would  not  be  bi ought  again  to  the  Bai  to 
give  evidence.  He  bad  so  completely  disqualified 
himself  fiom  any  soit  of  credit,  that  he  thought  it 
would  be  vvoise  than  wasting  time  to  ask  bun  any 
Inoie  questions. 

-  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  said,  he 
by  no  means  diffeied  with  the  honouiable  Gentle- 
man who  spoke  last,  as  to  the  ci edibility  of  the  wit- 
ness alluded  to,  but  be  could  wish  that  he  might  be 
peimitted  to  appeal  once  moie  at  the  Bar,  as  it 
might  be  in  his  powei  to  give  some  clue,  or  thiow 
some  light  on  the  papers  which  had  beensoieaently 
put  u ride i  the  consideiation  of  the  House,  in  con- 
sequence of  his  pievancation,  and  the  measures 
adopted  thereon. 

Mi  W  ardle  said,  he  wished  to  obtain  the  atten- 
tion of  the  House  to  a  few  obsei  vat  ions  he  was  de- 
snous  to  oflei  to  then  attention,  it  would  easily  be 
iccollected  with  what  a  pompous  display  of  elo- 
quence the  light  honouiable  Gentleman  had,  on 
then  last  meeting,  usheied  in  the  statement  he  fufd 
made  of  a  cncum«tance  which  he  had,  tili  then, 
puipo  ely  kept  back,  and  which  he  had  then 
thought  piopei  to  bung  foiwaid  ui  an  attack  upon 
him,  founded  on  an  accusation  of  his  having  been 
giulty  of  a  suppression  of  evidence.  Many  and  re- 
peated 
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pea  ted  -Fi  ad  been  the  attacks  wli'ch  had  been  made 
against  him  from  vsuious  qwartets  since  the  com- 
mencement of  tins  inqmiy,  ami  He  ;had  endeavouied 
to  trt;at  them,  all  with  t^e  indifFer-nee  which  lie  was 
sensible  wits  due  to  them.  The  attack,  however, 
which  had  been  made  on  him  by  the  right  honoui- 
ahle  Gentleman  in  the  couise  of  last  night's  pio- 
ceeding,  was  of  a  rnoie  senoub  natuie  tl^an  any  of 
the  rest,,  and  he  would  own  that  he  really  felt  it  as 
most  bar slily  and  .most  unjustly  imputed  to  him. 
He  had  deemed  it  hn  fbst  and  paumount  duty,  in 
the  prosecution  of  this  inquiry,  to  cany  it  on  in 
such  a  mannei  as  was  most  likely  to  attain  the  ends 
of  public  justice,  which  was  solely  and  entnely  the 
object  aimed  at,  and  with  th.it  view  had  lefiamed 
horn  attending  to  the  vanous  and  violent  attacks 
which  had  been  made,  and  the  bioad  insinuations 
thiewn  out  aga"iist  him.  A  time,  howevei,  would 
shoitly  ainve  when  he  should,  have  an  oppoitmnty 
of  answenng  a'id  leDellmg  those  attacks,  and  of 
shewing  that  !\e  had  been  actuated  only  by  what  he' 
thought  a  due  disc  haigt.  or  his  duty  to  h.s  country  as 
an  independent  Memtoei  of  Pail wment  Conscious, 
as  he  was,  of  having  fuiiilled  that  duty  to  the  ut- 
most of  his  power,  tie  should  content  himself  foi 
the  ptesent  with  the  obseivations  which  he  had 
thus  thought  it  mci'inbcnt  on  him  to  make  upoa 
the  subject 

The  Chancfllou  of  the  Exchequer  said,  he 
rose  toi  the  pu  pose  of  saymg  a  fevv  w'oids,  in  an- 
swei  to  an  addiess  to  the  Cou.mittee  fiom  the  ho- 
liouiable  Genueuiun  who  hi? d  just  sat  clown,  which 
to  him  appealed  the  most  surpiismg  be  had  ever 
heai  d  in  that  liou'-e.  He  tippeakti  to  the  recollec- 
tion of  the  whole  Committee,  and  on  his  recollec- 
tion even  ito  ithe  honomable  Gentleman  himself,  if 
he  had  not,  fiom  the  commencement  of  the  pte- 
seat' inquiry,  endeavoured  to  cany  it  on  in  such,a 

jnafmer 
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manner  as,  in  his  mind,'  to  avoid  the  possibility  of 
such  a  charge  as  the  honouiable  gentleman  had  so 
unjustly  Wrought  against  huh.  1  Fidm  the  particular 
situation  which  he'  held  in  that  House,  he  might 
have  placed  the  conduct  of  this  ;inquny  on  othei 
pei  sons  than  himself;  but  injustice  to  the  Royal 
Peisonage  who  was  the  subject  ot  it — the  son  of 
the  levered  Mastei  whom  he  seived — he  thought  it 
would  be  a  moie  dnect  and  a  moie  striking  pioof 
of  his  respect  foi  the  good  opinion  of  hi&  Sove- 
reign, and  of  the  Public,  as  well  as  of  that  Royal 
Peisonage  who  now  stood  accused,  to  stand  fbi- 
waid,  and  openly  and  faitly  suppoit  and  defend  the 
innocence  ot  the  accused,  than  to  put  it  into  any 
other  hands.  In  doing  this,  he  had  endeavoured  to 
act  with  eveiy  degiee  of  candom  and  openness; 
and  if  he  could  leasonably  flatter  himself  with  any 
part  of  his  conduct  being  entitled  lo  the  appioba- 
tioh  of  the  Committee,  and  fiee  fiom  misiepiesea- 
tation sor' rnibundei standing,  it  was  piecuely  that 
which  the  honouiable  Gentleman  had  thought  pro- 
pei  to  select  as  the  ground'  of'his  animadveision. 
As  to  the  witnets  and  p'tisoner  who  hatl  just  left  the 
Bai,  and  Had  proved  himself  umioithy  of  the 
smallest  d^giee  of  ciedit,  eithei  fiom  the  Committee 
01  any  one  else,  he  had  nevei  said  a  syllable  which 
could  be  Confined  fairly  <n  tending  to  suppoit  him. 
He  did  indeed  say  theie  had  been  a  suppiessiou  of 
evidence,'  but  he  had  not  the  most  distant  idea  of 
imputing  that  to  the  honouiable  Gentleman,  oi  to 
Mis.  Claike,  01  to  any  othei  than  himself.  As  to 
any  aitack  which  uught'have  been  made  upon  the 
honourable  membei  in  the  couise  of  this  inquiiy, 
he  cou  I'd  'only  say  theiehad  been  none  fiom  him; 
and  he  hoped,  theiefoie,  that  wHatevei  fault  the 
honoOialile  Gentleman  might  find  with  what  he 
termed  'the  pompous  mannei  of  his  intioducmg  the 
statement  he  had'" made  to  tlie  House,,  he  would  do 
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i*im  the  justice., to  exonerate  him  from  a  charge 
which,  as  he  was  perfectly  conscious,,  he  had  not 
deserved,  he  would  he  sorry  should  be  attributed  to 
him  either  by  the  Committee,  the  honourable  Gen- 
tleman, or  the  Public. 

Mr.  VVhitbread  said  he  had  distinctly  under- 
stood the  right  honourable  Gentleman  in  the  state- 
ment he  made  last  night  to  say  expressly,  that  he 
meant  not  any  thing  against  his  honourable  Friend, 
but  merely  alluded  to  the  witness  who  wus  the  ob- 
ject of  that  statement.  He  could  not  avoid  bestow- 
ing on  the  right  honourable  Gentleman  his  warmest 
praises  for  the  very  manly,  open  and  candid  man- 
ner in  which  he  had  conducted  himself  through  the 
whole  of  this  inquiry.  He  was  certain  it  must  have 
been  observed  by  the  whole  Committee,  and  want- 
ed only  the  addition  of  his  honourable  Friend's  tes- 
timony, who  had  unquestionably  misconceived  him, 
to  make  it  complete.  He  hop».d,  therefore,,  his 
honourable  Friend  would  reflect  on  what  had  passed, 
and  he  was  sure  he  would  come  to  a  very  different 
opinion  on  the  subject  to  what  he  had  so  lately  ex- 
pressed. 

Lord  H.  Petty  coincided  in  opinion  with  his 
honourable  Friend,  who  had  just  sat  down,  as  to 
the  open  candid  conduct  of  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  throughout  the  whole  of  the  inquiry, 
which  lie  thought  deserving  his  warmest  approba- 
tion, and  of  which  he  was  sure  a  misconception 
only  could  have  drawn  to  it  the  animadversion  of 
the  honourable  Gentleman,  who  had  with  equal  can- 
dor brought  forward  those  charges. 

Mr.  Warble  said,  he  had  certainly  felt  other- 
wise the  moment  he  delivered  his  sentiments;  but 
from  what  had  been  said  by  his  honourable  Friend, 
and  the  noble  Lord  who  had  just  sat  down,  and 
since  the  very  handsome  explanation  which  the  right 
honourable  Gentleman  had  done  him.  the  honour  to 
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«ive  upon  the  subject,  lie  was  very  happy  to  sa}'> 
that  what  had  fallen  from  him'  so  recently  on  that 
head  was  merely  the  effect  of  misunderstanding. 

[The  witness  was  again  brought  to  the  Bar.] 

The  Chun-cellor  of  the  Exchequer.  Q.  Haveyou  any  re- 
collection how  long  it  was  before  the  appointment  of 
Major  Tonyn  appeared  in  the  Gazette,  that  you  shewed 
the  note  you  received  from  Mrs.  Clarke  to  Major 
Tony n  ? 

A.  I  think  it  might  be  two  or  three  Gazette  days ; 
eight  or  nine  or  ten  days. 

Q.  Look  at  that  paper  (No.  42.) 
A.  I  know  thin  paper. 

Q.  How  came  that  paper  into  your  possession  ? 
A.  It  rolled  up  the  note  that  I  had  to  siiew  Major 
Tonyn. 

Q.  Was  it  in  that  state  when  you  received  it  ? 

A.  Exactly  in  that  state. 
, .  Q.  Had  it  no  other  writing  upon  it  ? 

A.  No,  nothing-  more;  it  rolled  up  the  note  I  received 
from  Mrs.  Clarke  to  shew  Major  Tonyn. 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  why  Mrs.  Clarke  gave  you  that 
bit  of  paper  to  roll  up  the  note? 

A.  No,  I  cannot  recollect, j»hy  she  did  it;  let  me  re- 
collect ;  why,  there  was  some  reason  why  it  was  given  ; 
I  cannot  positively  take  upon  me  to  say  what  the  Reason 
was,  but  there  was  some  reason  why  the  note  was  rolled 
up  in  that  piece  of  paper;  there  was  some  reason,  which 
1  cannot  now  really  recollect. 

Q.  Try  if  you  can  recollect  it. 

A-  1  canuot,  recollect ;,  hut  I  am  perfectly  sure  there 
was  some  reason  why  she  gave  me  the  note  rolled  up  in 
that  bit  of  paper;  1  think,  if  my  memory  will  bring  me 
through,  if  was  when  the  Duke  was  reviewing  some- 
where upon  the  coast,  and  it  was  to  prove  to  Major  To- 
nyn, in  some  way  or  other,  that  that  note  was  written  by 
his  Royal  Highness. 

Q.  Da  you  mean  that  the  Duke  was  reviewing  near 
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the  coast  when  you  shewed  this  paper  to  Jflajw 
Tonyn  >  _  , 

A.  lie  was  on  the  coast,  I  understood,  at  that  period  * 
she  bad  seceived  this  letter,  which  she  produced  ;  I  do 
iiQt  feaow  whether  she  did  not  produce"  the^etter,  and 
read  paitof  it  to  me,  and  then  she  tore  off  a  piece,  and 
lolled  up  the  othei,  ondsaid,  This  will  ofcrivirfce1  him  that 
this  comes  frtiwn  his  Royal'Highness,  who  is  .now 'upon 
the.eo.Mt,-   ,  "  ' 

How  cotold  th&t  letter,  not  having  opon  it  the 
Duke's  name,  convince  any  body  that  another-  letter  that 
appeared  to  be  m  thesame  hand-writing  was  the  Duke's  * 

A.  I  leally  do  not  lemember  now,  but  that  he  was  at 
Dovei  or  m  Kent,  leyiewmg,  at  the  period,  I  peifeetly 
well  recollect. 

Q.  Do  you  not  recollect  that  the  Duke  of  York's 
natrje  was  upon  the  frank  oi  the  letter  at  the  time  it  was 
produced  to  you  > — A.  I  nevei  saw  it. 

Q.  Was  theie  any  thing- respecting  the  seal  that  wag'to 
beobseived  ?  —^A.  Not  that  I  lecollect. 

Q.  Why  should  you  give  credit  to  that  cover  moie  than 
to  the  note  ? 

A  It  is  so  long  since  that  I  cannot  recollect  why,  but 
thattthere  was  some  reason  I  am  ceitmn. 

General  Loftus.  Q,  Reool'tect  yomself  how  you  came 
t»>fa  to  Mrs.- Clarke's  oiv  that  day,  whether  by  accident, 
intention,-  01  solicitation  ? 

-  A.  I  should  think  it  was  from  solicitation. 
Qu  In  what  loom  did'ydu  see  Mis.  Claike  ■* 

,  A*  I  really  cannwt  say',  I  Used  to  see  hei  in  eveiy  room  ; 
such  as  the  drawing-ioom,  and  the  dining-rooroi  and  her 
httle  dressing-room. 
•4$.  •  Will  you  lecollect  -whethei  any  pefson%as  pvesent  ? 
Ad  No,  I  do  not  recollect  that  eircumsfcahre. ' 
Q.  On  what  business  did  you  jafotheie  on  that  day  51 

-  A\  1  thmkit  was  from-hei  solieitfiti'ori,  that  I  might  go 
to  MajOf  Tonyn,  to  mfoiita  hitn  that  she  had  got  this  pa- 
per, or  that  I  was  to  take  the  note  and  shew  it  to  IVlajor 
Tonyn  it  came  from  his  Royal  Highness  the  Duke  pf 
York  ;,  but  the»e  are  some  letters  which  1  gave  up  to  this 
honoui able  House,  that  I  tlimk  mention  something  about 
that  very  business. 

Q.  Did 
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ft.  D  d  yen  state  to  Mis.  Clarke,  that  Majer  Tonva 
wanted  his  security  back  again,  cr  Ins, money  ' 
A.  Tint  be  waited  back  his  memorandum 
Q  What  c<»ntnvnme  was  it  between  Mis  Clarke  and 
y-m  to  keep  Major  Tonj-n  horn  reco\enng  that  Memcuan- 
dum  ? 

A.  I  fcn  >w  of  no  particu'ai  contrivance  ;  shedesiied  I 
would  go  to  him,  and  speak  about  the  Majority. 

Q.  Then  the  Committee  is  to  understand,  that  you  went 
there  .'nd  had  a  conveisation  with  Mrs.  Claike,  how  to 
manage  to  keep  Major  Tonyn  in  temper  until  this  Ma- 
jority could  be  had,  and  that  you  found  there  a  note,  pur-r 
potting  to  be  a  nc  te  fiom  the  Commandei  in  Chief,  leady 
••wiitten  and  sealed  1 

A.  1  do  not  exactly  lecollect  that  circumstance  ;  Ihave 
related  previous  to  it  how  i  came  acquainted  with  Major 
Tonyn  ;  and  when  I  had  the  honour  of  being  introduced 
to  Major  Tonyn,  it  was  on  the  very  demur,  when  he  was 
tired  of  the  business,  and  thought  the  influence  I  had 
could  not  get  the  mattet  done,  and  desired  me  to  get  back 
the  security  ,  the  consequence  was,  I  informed  Mrs. 
Clarke  of  the  subject. 

Q.  And  she  had  a  note  ready  > 

A.  No,  I  beg  your  pardon,  not  that  I  rec(  ltect,  then. 

Q,  The  note  was  not  ready  >-*-A.  Not  that  1  recollect. 

Q,.  Then  if  the  note  was  not  ready,  how  came  yon  to 
bung  it  away  with  you  > 

A  1  do  not  icrol  ect  ,  she  told  me  she  had  got  a  note, 
and  shewed  me  this  note,  and  desired  me  to  take  it  to  Ma- 
Jar  Tonyn. ,  I  of  coutse  took  it,  and  told  him  that  was 
ih<*  interest  by  which  we  would  obtain  the  MajonH  ,  1  did 
not  know  at  that  time  that  it  was  fr  uh  the  Commander  111 
Chief,  Mrs.  Clarke  gave  me  the  note,  and  sa*J  that  he  had 
bettei  wait  two  01  thiee  Gazette  daj»,  and  in  all  proba- 
bility he  wou'd  be  gazetted. 

i&  Did  you  find  them  te  there,  »nd  *Msit  sealed  or  not  ? 
1  A.  When  I  first  saw  the  note,  U  was  not  healed,  ir 
vi  as  broken  open,  the  seal  w.ts  bioken. 

Q  Was  it  rt-sealed  >-*-A   Not  1  n  my  present  e. 

y.-.  Did  you  deliver  it  seo'ei)  to  Oaj  ta  n  'iVnjn  J 

4.  No,  I  took  itin  ray  luii'l,  a^d  shewed  him  rhe  nofc 

J\<»  XXI.— V.2  S  Q.  Will 
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Q  Will  you  undeitake  to  say  that  there  never^was  a 
contrivance  between  youiseil  and  Mrs:  Clarke;  on  ahyoc- 
casion  of  \his  kind,  to  fabricate  such  a  note  ? 

A.  Positively  never, 

Q.  You  have  stated,  that  the  Commander  in  ChieTwas 
reviewing  on  the  coast  when  you  received  that  note  iVom 
Mrs.  Claike?— A.  So  I'undei  stood  from  Mrs.  Claike. 

Q.  How  long  hadliis  B  <yil  Highness  been  absent  from 
town  at  that'  time  > — A.  1  i  tally  cannot  say 

Q.  Had  he  been  three  days  absent > 

A,  I  really  do  not  know. 

Q.    Theie  are  certain  pencil  marks  and  other  marks  of 

yoiirs  upon  the  papers  which  were  laid  upon  the  table 'last 

night ,  were  those  matks  and  dates  the  dates  of  the  fimes, 

that  you  received  those  papers  > 

A.  If  you  will  do  me  the  honoui  of  letting  me  see  the 

papers,  I  will  say  for'  what  purpose  I  put  them,  to  the 

best  ot  my  recollection 

[ No.  9  &'as  shewn  to  the  Witness  ]    Q  On  that  you  will 

find  a  pencil  mark,  "  17th  of  August  1801,"  state  what 

that  pencil  maik  means  ? 

A.  This  of  course  must  be  the  date  of  it,  hue  it  is 

up  in  the  p  >st  maik. 

d.  Was  the  pencil  the  date  when  you  uc  eiv  >d  it s 

A   No,  it  c^u'd  not  be,  (oi  I'ere  is  "  August  the  iJTb,"* 

Q.  What  vs  the  meaning  of  riiis  pencil  maik  > 

A   Thai  must  be  from  s  methmg  of  this  suit,  for  here 

is  17th  ol  August  upon  the  j  ost  maik. 

Q.  What  is  the  meaning  of  that  pet  cil  maik  > 
A    1  suppose  it  must  be  the  dau  of  the  luttei. 

'   Q.  Is  not  that  pencil  maik  yout  hand-wi ittng  ' 

A.  I  thmk  itis,  but  the  woids  "  Mis  C  laike"  upon  it, 

are  not  mini . 

[A'ci  12  was  shewn  to  the  JFitneu."]   Q.  \  ou  will  observe 
there  is  a  pencil  date  upon  that  Icttu  o!  the  8th  ot  June 
what  docs  pe.icil  date  mem,  was  u  the  day  you 
received  the  lettei  5 

A  No,  this  mukt  be  wrong,  b  cau  <.  it  is  Jane  Q  h, 
and  here  is  "  June  8tii,"  and  Jane  the  bih  does  not  'ook 
like  my  hand-writing,  the  word  "  Mdjonty"  is  mine. 

il.  Has 
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Has  that  letter  been  out  of  j  our  custody  since  the  time 
you  received  it,,  till  last  night  *—*A,  No,  certainly  not,- 

Q.  Then  is  it  possible  any  other  person  than  yourself 
could  have  put  tlwt  date  to  it  ?  >  ■> 

A  No,  I  should  imagine  not;  but  still  it  does  not  look 
like  my  hand-writing.  < 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  the  purport  of  the  note  ? 

'A,  ISfo,  I  entiiely  forget  what  it  is. 

[The  note  was  read.] 

Q.  Hearing  the  purport  ef  this  note,  state  how  this 
note,  which  mentions  "  a  -stop  to  the  business,"  could 
possibly  encourage  Major  Tonyn  in  the  idea  of  its  going 
forward  ? 

A.  The  note  says,  does  it  not,  that  it  is  to  go  on. 

d.  On  the  contrary,  it  says  it  stops,  "  shall  remain  as 
it  is"  ;  how  can  this  note,  which  speaks  of  its  remaining 
as  it  is,  encourage  this  gentleman  in  the  expectation  ot  it* 
going  en  > 

A.  It  was  then  going  on,  and  I  should  imagine  it  was 
meant  that  it  should  go  on. 

Q.  If  you  attend  to  the  purport  of  the  note,  you  will  find 
that  it  says  it  shall  stand  sMl ,  what  do  you  understand  by 
tti'e  expression  in  that  note,  that  it  is  to  remain  as  it  is  > 

A.  I  really  do  not  undeistand  it,  I  must  confess. 

fjHere  there  was  so  geneial  and  loud  a  call  of 
withdraw'  withdraw 1  that  no  fuithei  ques- 
tions or  answers  could  be  heard,  and  in  a  few 
minutes  the  Messenger  was  ordered  to  tak« 
the  pnsoner  from  the  Bar.] 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchf&uer  said,  be- 
foie  he  moved  ttiat  the  Chauman  should  report  pro- 
gress, it  was  necessaiy  to  considei  when  he  should 
ask  leave  to  sit  again.  He  had  been  in  hopes  that 
they  would  have  been  able  to  come  to  a  conclusion 
in  the  course  of  the  present  sitting  j  but  such  a  mass 

'     J  S  2  of 
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«f,fiesh  *vidence  .had,  unexpectedly  and  .su/j^enljf 
c»pi§  rjgfojfie  thir  Committee,  m  consequence  of 
SJe&rtktng.  (Captain  Huxley  Sainton's  buieau,  in  order 
to  tmd  the  note  supposed  to  have  been  destroyed,  and 
»eporr«i  by  the  Select  Committee  to  be  referable  so 
this  mquuy,  as  would  make  it  impossible  to  take  it 
into  consideration  that  night,  lie  thought  the  Com- 
mittee might  meet  on  Monday,  and  that  in  the  in-, 
tenm  Gentlemen  might  peiuse  01  take  extracts  fiom 
those  letters,  and  on  that  day  ask  leave  to  sit  again, 
at  such  time  as  might  then%  be  deemed  most  proper 
and  convenient. 

The  CsAtRMAN  then  left,  the  Chan,  the  House 
was  resumed,  the  Chan  man  reported  pi  ogress,  and1  it 
was  ortksied  that  the.  Committee  meet  again  on,  Mon- 
day, 

[Cajk-aia  Huxley  Sandon  was  ord'erei  to  be  re- 
manded, to  Newgate. 3 

FLe  Chancellor  of  theExcHEauER  obsevred, 
that  it  would  be  necessary  the  letters  he  had  just  al- 
luded- to  should  be  sealed,  and  placed  in  the  custody 
of  some  pioper  person  or  peisous.  It  seemed  t  how- 
ever, difficult  to  fix  in  whose  hands  they  should  be 
left,  so  as  to  give  the  Members  of  that  House  an  op- 
'poitunity  of  seeing  them,  and  making  such  extracts 
they  might  severally  think  proper  to  make. 

The  Spk  \ker  intimated  that  the  proper  officer  to 
take  caie  of  papers  was  the  Clerk  of  the  Journals  and, 
Papers,  and  he  should  bexordered  to  permit  Members 
of  the  House  to  peruse  and  make  extracts  fiomthem, 
but  no  one  else. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  said,  that 
an  observation  had  been  recently  made  by  an  Ho- 
nourable Gentleman,  which  appeared  to  him  as 
highly  important  as  any  that  had  been  made  in  tlte 
course  of  this  examination,  viz.  that  on  a  close-  in- 
spection. 
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spection,  the  turu  and  texture  of  many  of  the  letters 
"in  th'e  rjote  of  the  Puke  of  York  was*  different  Troiii 
those  of  the,'athef  letters  said  to  be' written  by  him. 
Heicould,  therefore,  wish  that  some  other  persons, 
such  as  those  of  the  Bank,  or  Post  Office,  who"  were 
'in  daily  habits  of  examining  different  hand-writing  for 
the  purpose  of  detecting  forgenes,  might  also  be  per- 
mitted to  see  them,  and  be  called  on  for  their  opi- 
nions before  the  Committee  ;  'and  to  obviate  any  ob- 
jections; it  might  be  ordered,  that  no  such  peisons 
should  be  peimitted  to  pet  use'  them,  but  by  an  order 
fiom  the  Speakei. 

Mi.  C.  Wynne  thought  it  would  be  better  that 
such  inspection  should  take  place  at  the  Bar,  and 
then  the  Committee  might  see  aoy  impression,  which 
surpuse  at  the  difference,  if  any  should  -be  found, 
might  rajse  on  then  countenance. 

Mi.  "VV  .  bun  i  h  expressed  his  opinion  that  the  ob- 
servation dlluded  to  by  the  Right  Honourable  Gen- 
tleman was  highly  important,  but  as  it  ^contained  a 
inost  minute  ciiticism,  he  thought  an  examination  of i 
the  several  letteis  at  the  bai,  would  be  too  brief  and 
sudden  foi  the  Gentlemen  inspectois  to  form  that  de- 
cided judgment  which  was  necessary.  He  should, 
tberefoie  prefer  the  proposition  of  the  Right  ftenjourr 
able  .Gentleman. 

Loid  Folk  stone  said,  he  was  soiry  this  had  not 
been  mentioned  sooner  befoie  the  Committee,  be- 
cause he  thought  the  more  letteis  written  by  the 
Duke  of  York,,  which  they  had  to  compare  with  the 
note,  the  better  able  they  would  be  to  form  a  decided 
opinion  as  to  the  difference.  It  had  been  proposed 
that  Mis.  CLrke  should  produce  a  bundle  of  th*> 
Duke's  letters,  which  she  had  in  her  poffeffion,  but 
that  not  being  agreed  to  at  the  time,  there  would  not 
now  be  an  oppoitunity  of  having  an  inspection  of 
these  letters  along  with  the  others. 

Mr.  Mellish  Said,  he  had  carefully  perused  the 
S3  nne 
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-ttote'arjd  the  two  letters/  and  on  a  comparison,  fter- 
ceived  a  great  difference  in  the'turn  and  formationifef 
several  of  the  letters,  which  made-  him  doubt  their 
being  of  the  same  hand- writing. 

,  [It  was  then  ordered,  that  all  the  papers  alluded 
to  should  be  sealed  upin  a  box,  and  delivered 
into  the  cust6dy  of  the-Cletk. 

[That  they  should  remain  so  sealed  up  in  his 
etistody,  but  that  at  particular  hours, .viz. 
fion?  eleven  to  three,  they  should  be  shewn  to 
the'Members  of  the  House,  and  to  such  other 
persons  as  should  be  authorised  by  an.order  of 
the  Speaker. 

[The  Chairman  was  duected  to  lepoit  Progress, 
and  ask  leave  to  sit  asjain. 

Adjourned  at  Half  past  Two  o'clock. 

Monday,  the  20th  of  Feb rd ah y, 

Lord  Folkstone  moved,  that  Mrs.  Hovenden, 
the  Cashier  of  Coutts's  Bank,  Thomas  Nesbitt,  and 
Thomas  Batemen,  and  Lieutenant  Colonel  Hamilton, 
be.  summoned  to  attend,  on  that  day,  the  Committee 
of  trie  vphole  House,  inquiring  into  the  conduct  of 
Ins  ftoyal"  Highness  the  Duke- of  York  — Ordered, 

Mr.  JDowler,  Mrs.  Mary  Ann  Clarke,  Captain 
Huxley  Sandon,  Thomas  Barton,  Mrs.  Favorey, 
and  "Miss" Mary  Ann  Taylor,  were  also  ordered  to 
attend  the  Committee  at  the  same  time. 

Sir  Thomas  Turton  wished,  before  the 
Speaker  left  the  Chair,  to  put  a  question  to  a  Right 
Honourable  Gent'eman  opposite.  He  understood 
that  that  Right  Honourable  Gentleman  had  ex- 
pressed, the  other  day,  a  statement  of  the  monies 
had  by  Mrs.  Clarke,  from  the  Duke  of  York,  ,for 
maintaining  the  expences  of  Gloucestei  Place.  Ngw„ 
he  wished  that  that  statement  should  be  put  in  a 
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just  light?.  He  proposed,  therefore,  to  the  RigBt 
Honourable*  Gentlerfia-B';  whether  it  would  not  ice 
proper*  t©  call  such  psrsobs  to  the  bar  as  xoald  prove 
tbte  expenditure  of  Gloucester  Place  establishment, 
and  the  channels,  through  which;  it  was  supplied  >' 
■  The  CtffJHSffcELtoiC  of  the  EtBHiacEft  thought 
that  the  proper  tribunal  to  asseewain  the  truth  of  that 
statement  would  be  a  Selee*  Committee.  He  was 
sure  the  House  would  be  as  well  satisfied  with  their 
determination  on  the  subject  as  they  could  be  with 
their  own.  At  the  same  time  he  apprehended  there 
would  be  still  some  difficulty,  as  though  the  trades- 
men's accounts  were  laid  befoie  that 'Committee,  it 
would  not-  go  to  prove  how  that  money  had  been 
obtavned  5  nor,  on  the  other  hand,  would  the  ac- 
count of  how  it  was  obtained  prove  to  the  Committee 
how  it  had  been  applied  after"  it  w-as  obtained. 
When  he  had  made  to  the  Committee,  on  a  former 
night,  the  statement  he  did,  there  was  such  a  variety 
of  opinion  as  to  the  propriety  of  referring  it  to  a, 
Select  Committee,  that  he  did  not  press  it  further. 
He,  had,  however,  no  objection  whatever  now  to 
the  appointing  that  select  Committee.  ■ ' 

Sir  Thomas  Turton  recollected  that  there  was 
some  trifling  confusion  prevailed  after  the  Right 
Honourable  Gentleman  had  mdde  his  statement ; 
owing  to  the  circumstance,  that  he  had  not  heard 
any" proposition  for  a  Select  ComTntttee,  but  he 
feared  that  a  Select  Committee  would  not  answer. 

The  Chanokllor  of  the  Exch f q. \s% r  saw  no 
ground  for  apprehending  that  the  House  would  not 
be  completely  satisfied  with  the  Report  of  a  Com- 
mittee of  that  nature. 

Thomas  Turton  replied,  "that  the  House, 
nii^ht,  hut  he  feared  it  would  not  be  as  satisfactory 
to  the  public."  ^     ,  , 

Sir,  Abekcrombie  begged  ,tb*t  indulgence 
from  the  Committee  which  it  had  in  similar  cucum- 

stances 
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-stances  conferred  upon  others ;  it  was  to,  wr^c^m 
error  in  the  testimony  of  one  of  tfie  witnesses  atjth;e 
desire  of  that  witness.  It- appeared  rjpon  Ihemri 
liutes  thajt  Mr.  Greenwood  had  stated  Mr^  EJderloja 
to  be  an  improper  person  <for  promotion  ;  now  vjpbn 
further  search  it  appeared  ,that  Mr.  Greenwood  him- 
self had^recommended  Mr.  Eldeiton,  and  cm  that 
recommendation  he  had  been  promoted.  ,  ,, 

,Mr.  WifiTBRB \j>r  though  he  had  no  donbt  of 
the  accuracy-  of  the  statement  made  by  his  Honour- 
able Friend,  or  of  the  eiror  on  the  part  of  Mr. 
Greenwood  being  merely  unintentional,  still  hed'd 
not  see  how  the  minutes  could  be  altered  by  any 
other  way  than  the  evidence  of  Mr.  Greenwood-  , 

ThejSp.EAR.Ep  was  pf  the  same  opinion,  and  (Sug- 
gested that  Mr.  Greenwood  should  attend  hereafter 
-to  cocrect  that  evidenpe.  ^  . 

,  Mr.  Abercrqmbje  said,  that,  ha\ing  made  the 
statement,  he  jvas  satisfied  ' 

Mr.  C.  Adams,  after  doing  justice  to  the  candour 
which  had  marked  throughout  the  present  inquiry, 
jthe, conduct  of  the  Right  Honourable  Gentleman* 
wished  to  know  if  among  the  many  conferences  he 
bad  with  his  Royal  Highness,  if  at  any  one  of  them 
lie  had  learned  through  what  channel  he  had  been 
made  acquainted  with  the  intended  suppression  of 
the  short  n-ote  J 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  said, 
that  all  he  l)ad  to  tell  he  had  then  communicated; 
he  had  then  said,  that  Colonel  Hamilton  had  first 
informed  him  upon  the  subject. 

The  House  then  went  inlo  the  Committee. 

[Mr.  Wharton  in  the  Chair  ] 

The  Chairman  informed  the  Committee,  that 
he  had  received  a  letter  from  General  Claveririg, 
stating  a  seeming  inconsistency  in  his  evidence,  and 
expressing  a  wish  that  he  might  again  be  called  be- 
fore 
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fiSre  the  Committee  in  order  that  he  night  ifafplaii* 
\J4  cry  of  read  1  read '] 

Lord  Temp  lk  moved,  that  the  Letter  mentioned 
'the  Chairman  to  have  been  received  by  him 
from  General  Clavering,  be  read. 

"The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  observed, 
that  if  General  Clavering  wished  to  Correct  arty 
thing  which  appeared  to  be  mcbnsistent  or  contra^- 
dictory  ia  his  evidence,  let  him  be  summoned,"  oi* 
let, him  attend  if  he  was  there ;  but  he  saw  no  reasfOTt 
why  his  letter  should  be  read. 

X,6rd  Temple  answered,  that  as  he  understood 
General  CJlavering  was  then  attending,  he  would* 
with  the  leave'of  the  House,  withdraw  his  motio*K< 

Mn  Jo  his  SON  was  then  called  in  a:s  a  witness. 

Mr.  Whitbread  rose,  and  the  witness-  was-  efe- 
sired  to  withdraw.  He  said  that  he  appi>ehefid«d 
the  Committee  had  already  examined  several  pePsona 
who  were  deemed  the  most  competent  to  know*  tlSg 
Duke  of  York's  hand- writing.  It  would  appeal* 
from  what  be  bad  been  given  to  understand,  that 
this  Gentleman,  who  Was  then  produced  aa'  a  wit- 
ness from  the  Post  Office,  knew  nothing  of  the 
writing  of  his-Royal  Highness ;  and  it  appeared^* 
him  somewhat  extraordinary  that  the  Committee 
should'now*  resort  to  an  evidence  not  Tiearlyso  string 
as  that  of  those  witnesses  who  had  already  been  ex- 
amined. Such  a  Wile  as  that  which  the  Committee 
was  now  about  twpursue  had  once  obtained,  he  be- 
lieved, in  Courts  of  Justice,  in  cases  of  capital' of, 
fences,  but  it  had  for  some  time  been  discontinued. 
If  that  were  really  the  ease,  he  begged  the  House  td 
consider  Variously  what  must  be  the  effect  of  calling 
this  wittffie&s1  before  they  agreed  to-^d'fnkhvni  to<the 
Bar  f  for  i  however  inclined  they  might  be,  to  give 
every  indulgence  in  their  power  to  the  Royal  Per- 
•sonSigej  who  was  accused,  yet  they  should  well  weigfl 
imiheir  minds-  whether  any  other  person  would',  rf 

standing 
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standing  before  them  on  the  same  or  similar  charge's, 
be  allowed  an  equal  degree  of  favour.    In  his  opi- 
nion, they  had  given  latitude  to  Colonel  Gordon/ in, 
permitting  him  to  take  a  paper  from  his  pocket,  arid 
compare  it  with  the  note  which  he  was  called  upon 
to  say,  whether  it  was,  in  his  opinion,  the  Duke 
of  York's  hand-writing  ;  yet  almost  immediately 
afterwards  forty  letters  were  shewn  to  Mrs.  Clarke, 
and  she  was  told  that  she  must  not  read  any  one  or 
any  part  of  any  one  of  them  ;  but  must,  from  merely 
viewing  the  signature,  say  positively  whether  they 
were  her's  or  not.    It  would  seem  rather  hard  she 
should  not  have  been  allowed  to  see  whether  any 
alterations  or  interpolations  had  been  made  in  any  of 
them,  but  from  solely  the  name  at  the  bottom, 
should  be  obliged  to  allow  they  were  hei's.  He 
knew  very  well  the  Committee  had  decided  by  their 
proceedings  that  they  were  not  to  be  confined  within 
the  strict  rules  respecting  evidence,  by  which  the 
Courts  of  Law  regulated  themselves — but  having 
made,  this  allowance  to  Colonel  Gordon,  he  must 
leave  it  for  the  consideration  of  the  Committeei 
whether  haying  already  committed  improprieties, 
would  justify  them  ip  adding  to  those  improprieties', 
by  allowing  a  witness  to  be  examined,  who  could 
only  speak  upon  the  writing  of  a  person  he  had 
riever  seen  write ;  a  practice  certainly  not  allowed 
in  the  courts  below.    Under  these  clrcunuftances, 
if  a  vote  should  take  place  on  the  subject,  he  should 
give  his  against  the  witness  being  admitted.  ' 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Excheq-uek  con- 
sidered that  this  objection  of  the  Honourable  Gen- 
tleman ought  to  have  been  made  when  the  subject 
wias  first  introduced  to  the  notice  of  the  Committee ; 
for  when  it  had  been  decided  that  such  evidence' 
should  be  resorted  to,  it  seemed  rather  hard  that-any 
opposition  should  now  be  made  toit.  >  He  supposed, 
however,  that  the  Honourable  Gentleman  bad  left 

the 
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the  House  the  other  nrght  before 'the  subject'wa* 
mentioned  in  the  Committee.'  In  the  course  of  the 
last  night's  discussion  o-n  this  inquiry,  an  flanourable 
Member  under  the  gallery  had'  observed,  that  h^ 
had  .carefuHy  compared  the  .note  with  the  two  letters 
which  had  been  actually  proved  to  be  the'Duke  of 
York's  hand-writing,  and  had  discovered  that  the 
letters  in  the  note  appeared  to  him,  from  their  for- 
mation, to  be  more  like  an  imitation  of  letters  than.' 
a  regular  hand-writing.  On  this  it  was  thought 
necessary  that  the  information  should  be  attendee! 
to,  and  followed  up  as  accurately  as  possible  ;  and, 
as  it  would  be  altogether  out  of  the  power  of  all  the 
Members  of  that  House  to  examine  the  papers  so 
minutely  as  to  foim  a  decision  on  the  point,  it  was, 
thought  most  advisable  to  apply  to  four  or  five  per- 
sons of  the  Post-office  and  the  Bank,  who  were  in 
the  use  and  habit  of  investigating  such  points  in 
cases  of  life  and  death.  If  these  letters  and  note 
were  only  to  be  submitted  to  a  Jury  of  twelve  men, 
they  might  all  of  them  examine  each  of  the  letters 
so  minutely,  as  to  decide  the  point  by  themselves  j 
but  in  so  great  a  number  as  the  Members  of  that 
House,  such  an  examination  would  be  absolutely 
impossible.  A  similar  pi oceeding  had  tven  allowed 
in  a  trial  at  bar  by  fonr  Judges,  sitting  in  solemn 
decision  in  the  Court  6f  King's  Bench  ;  but  in  one 
case,  that  decision  had  been  denied  to  be  law  by 
one  Judge  at  Nm  Pruts.  The  present  measuie  as 
he  observed  btfore,  had  been  adopted  the  other 
night  ;  and  though  it  might  not  fall  in  with  the 
observations  of  the  Honourable  Gentleman  on  the 
subject,  it  was  somewhat  hard  the  witness  should 
now  be  objected  to,  after  it  had  previously  been 
agreed  upon  that  he  should  be  examined,  ^and  he 
bjad  been  sent  for  accordingly. 

Respecting  too  the  observatioT  of  the  Honourable 
Gentleman,  that  it  seemed  as  if  the' Committee 

were 
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were  inclined  to  give  indulgence  on  one  side  and 
Mot  on  the  other,  "  he  thought  it  was  by  no  means 
the  ease.  In  one  instance  a  person  was,called  to  ex- 
amine a  hand-wrkinjg  that  was  not  his  own,  and  in 
the  other,  a  writing  which  was  her  own.  It  there 
had  been  any  irregularity,  it  was  in  having  admitted 
Colonel  Gordon's  evidence,  but  none  in  Mrs. 
Clarke's  ;  for  if  any  thing  should  tirise  n  the  course 
of  the  letters  produced  to  the  injury  of  Mrs.  Clarke's 
evidence,  she  wculd  be  allowed  to  have  an  exami- 
nation of  such  parts,  and  if  any  alterations  and  in- 
terpolations had  been  made,  she  would  be  able  to 
detect  and  point  them  out.  From  the  mode  adopted 
'  by  the  Speaker,  he  was  equally  ignorant  of  the  evi- 
dence this  witness  would,  give*  as  the  Honourable 
Gentleman  was,  or  any  other  person  whatever ,  but 
he  thought  as  he  had  been  called  upon  by  the  Com- 
mittee to  make  the  examination,  and  had  done  so, 
he  ought  to  be  permitted  to  give  his  evidence  on  the 
subject,  be  it  whatevei  it  might. 

Mr.  Whitbread  "  saw  no  difference  between  a 
Juiy  and  the  Members  of  that  House,  as  he  thought 
no  i\feinber  would  give  his  judgment  Without  hav- 
ing examined  the  p  'pers  carefully  with  his  own  eyes, 
and  after  he  bad  so  done,  ha  believed  thcie  was  not 
a  Member  who  would  not  give  his  opinion  m  pre- 
ference to  his  own  eye-sight,  before  that  of  this>  w  n- 
ness,  or  any  other  who  foined  his  judgment  fjom 
the  same  basis." 

Lord  Folkstoni  Kid  come  prepared  to  make  the 
same  objection,  in  which  he  had  been  anticipated  by 
.  the  Honourable  Gentleman  below  him  ;  and  he  must 
obseive  generally  as  to  this  kind  of  evidence,  that 
whenever  it  had  been  resorted  to,  it  was  always  m 
the  case  or  its  being  the  best  evidence  that  could  be 
obtained  on  the  subject.  Mrs.  Clarke  had  given  a 
direct  testimony,  and  if  Gentlemen  would  eerionsly 
and  carefully  attend  to  the  whole  of  her  evidence, 

it 
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ifctw^uld  appear  toJbe  <as  correct,  fair,  and  honourable 
tegt*a)@iay®8  could  be  given.  Four  Gentlemen  of 
howmt  had-been  examined  on  the  point  in  question, 
^ho'sll,  agreed  that  it  was  so  like  the  Duke  of  York's 
-fiftod-wrurng,  that  they  beleived  it  to  be  his.  (A  cry 

With  respect  to  the  doctrine  of  being  allowed 

-to  prove  any  thing  by  a  comparison  ot  hands,  the 
lajt  case  which  had  been  determined  on  the  subject 
was  at  Maidstone  It  was  that  ot  Jackson  v.  Cator, 
for  a  libel ;  and  Mr.  Garrow,  iorthe  Plaintiff,  called 
evidence'  such  as  this  to  prove  that  the  libel  was 
written  in  a  feigned  or  supposititious  hand,  and  that 

,  there  was  a  similarity  between  this  feigned  hand  and 
tjfr&t  of  the  Defendant  Cator.  The  Noble  Lord  then 
read  an  extract  from  the  speech  of  Lord  Ellenba- 
rough,  who  wa&then  Attorney  General,  and  Coun- 
sel for ,the  Defendant,  by  which  it  appeared,  that  he 

.said  he  was  not  desinng  the  Court  not'  to  go  the 
length  of  Judges  in  the  woist  of  times,  but  only  the 
Judges  who  were  then  admmisteurrg  tht  laws  or  the 
Jand.  He  referred  to  the  case  of  -Revet  and  Braham, 
which  had  been  quoted  by  the  Right  Honourable 
Gentleman  opposite,  being  the  trial  at  Barhehad 
mentioned,  and  shewed  that  that  case  had  after- 
wards been  leversed  b$T  Lord  Kenyon.    The  witness 

.wfas  asked  whether  he  could  say  the  libel  was  like 
the  handrwnting  of  Cator,  but  Lord  Kenyon  would 
not  allow  him  to  answer  the  question,  because,  he 
said,  '  that  comparison  of  hands  was  no  evidence. 
And^  in  a  similar  case,  which  came  to  be  heard  be- 
fore Mr.  Justice  Yates,  that  most  upright  and  learned 
Jydge  held  expiessly  the  same  doctrine,  and  said  he 
did  not  kpow  *ny  cabe  where  comparison  of  hands 
couJd  be  admitted.  In  an  indictment  for  forgery, 
ft  person  wjho  had  seen  the  party  write,  might  be 
admitted  to  prove  it,  but  not  by  a  comparison  on' a 
siuutan-ty  of  hands.  There  was  also  submitted  by 
No.  XXft.— V.  2.     '    T  Lq,4 
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Lord  Ellenborough  t«  the  Court  the  case  of-  the 
seven  Bishops,  in  which  Chief  justice  Jeffreys  and 
another  Judgewere  willing  to  receive  such  evidence, 
and  Mr.  Justice  Powell  and  another  were  against  it, 
whieh  shewed  that  the  Lawyers  even  of  that  day 
never  thought  it  right  to  prove  forgei  y  by  a  com- 
panson'of  hands.  Mr.  Baron  Hotham's  decision  in 
the  case  Jackson  and  Cator,  and  in  which  he  rejected 
the  doctrine  laid  down  in  Revet  and  Braham,  was 
an  authority  which  compelled  him  to  acquiesce  en- 
tirely m  the  opinion  of  that  Learned  Judge.  The 
Solicitor  for  the  Plaintiffs,  in  the  case  or  Jackson 
and  Cator,  was  prepared  to  take  down  a  host  of  In- 
spectors from  the  Post  Office,  to  prove  the  libel  was 
irr  a  feigned  hand.  The  defendant  was  prepared  with 
another  host  of  Inspectors  from  the  Bank,  who 
would  have  proved  the  direct  contrary.  This  state- 
ment had  been  made  to  him  by  the  Defendant's  So- 
licitor,' who  was  a  gentleman  of  great  honour  and 
credit  in  his  profession,  and  showed  how  very  great 
the  difference  of  opinions  was,  with  regard  to  the 
comparison  of  hands.  He  would  therefore  entreat 
the  Committee  to  weigh  well  the  matter,  before  they 
allowed  such  evidence  to  be  called  to  the  bar." 

Mr.  Bersefokd  said  a  few  words,  in  favour  of. 
the  witness  being  called. 

Mr.  W.  Smith  was  of  opinion,  that  a  Parlia- 
mentary Commission,  which  had  power  to  examine 
on  oath,  might  have  been  preferable  in  many  respects 
to  the  present  mode  of  enquiry ,  but  it  had  also  oc- 
curred to  him  that  an  investigation  into  the  conduct 
of  the  Duke  of  York  ought  in  such  a  case  as  this  to 
be  conducted  in  the  same  manner  as  that  of  any  other 
subject — for,  if  not,  it  would  clearly  follow  that 
none  of  the  Royal  Family,  ought  to  hold  any  public 
situation.  <  He  thought  the  House  of  Commons 
should  have  the  power  of  examining  on  oath  as  well 
as  the  House  of  Lord.   Such  a  privilege  seemed  to 

have 
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have  crept  5n  there  because  the  House  often  sat  in 
a  judicial  capacity-— but  when  the  House  of  Com- 
mons exercised  a  judicial  function  he  saw  no  reason 
why  they  should  not  have  a  similar  privilege,  and 
he  hoped  to  see  the  day  when  the  distinction  in  this 
instance  would  be  done  away.  The  object  was  to 
get  at  the  truth,  and  in  order  to  assist  the  House  in 
coming  to  a  right  conclusion  these  witnesses  were 
called,  and,  aftetall,  the  whole  would  be  matter  of 
opinion,  for,  when  all  these  witnesses  had  been  ex- 
amined, they  must  at  last  compare  probabilities,  and 
judge  for  themselves.  There  was  a  great  confusion 
in  the  general  argument  on  this  subject.  The  House 
was  not  bound  by  the  strict  rules  of  Courts  of  Jus- 
tice in  thisrnore  than  in  other  cases.    Even  when  a 

Eerson  was  asked  whether  he  had  seen  another  write, 
e  spoke1  to  his  belief,  not  from  the  circumstance  of 
having  seen  him  write,  but  because  from  having  seen 
he  was  more  accurately  acquainted  with  the  writing. 
—He  admitted  that  this  was  a  very  uncertain  mode 
of  procedure,  and  as  a  proof  of  that,  he  mentioned  a 
circumstance  which  had  lately  occurred.  An  Ho- 
nourable Member  having  been  shewn  two  letters 
said,  that  he  thought  the  one  to  be  the  hand-writing 
of  Sir  H.  Mann,  and  was  rather  of  opinion,  that  the 
other  was  not.  He  on  looking  as  both  these  letters 
would,  from  a  comparison  of  the  hands,  Jhave  had, 
no  difficulty  in  declaring,  according  to  his  belief, 
that  the  second  letter  was  Sir  H.  Mann's,  as  well  as 
the  first ;  and  that  the  only  difference  arose  from  his 
having  a  bad  pen  irt  the  one  case,  and  a  gcod  one_Jn 
the  other-  he  highly  commended  the  caution  with 
which  the  Gentlemen  spoke,  "who  had  been  before 
called  to  give  their  opinion  as  to  this  note.  This 
caution  was  highly  honourable  to  themselves,  when 
they  had  only  two  short  lines  to  decide  upon,  and 
gave  great  weight  to  their  evidence.  As  to  the 
person  from  the  Post  Office,  he  saw  no  reason  why 
T  2  he 
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he  should  not  be  called,  because  the  House  was  not 
strictly  bound  hy  the  rules  of  Courts  of  justice  ,  but 
as  to  the  evidence  which  he  might  give  v,aleat  quan~ 
turn,  it  might  enable  the  House  to  judge  a  Ktthj  bet- 
ter on  the  subject,  and  it  was  to  be  observed,  that 
thdre  was  a  difference  between  this  case  and  that  of 
a  forgery,  where  one  was  tried  for  his  life*  With 
respect  to  the  comparison  of  letters  by  Colonel  Gor- 
don, he  did  not  see  why  he  should  not  be  allowed 
to  assist  his  own  judgment  m  this  "Way.  Whatever 
irregularity  there  might  be  in  point  of  form  there 
w,as  none,  nv  substance.  He  agreed  that  when  Mrs. 
Clarke  was' asked  to  prtove  her  own  hand-writing,  it 
was  improper  to  forbid  her  to  read  them,)  for 
though  a  person  on  a  general  view  of  a  letter  might; 
admit  the,  whole  to  be  his,  yet  it  was  possible  on 
a  more  attentive  perusal  to  discover  things  which 
at  was  impossible  he  could  have  written,;  and  be 
might  also  perceive  additions  and  interpolations, 
which' might  be  extremely  material.  He  recol- 
lected a  case  where  a  person,  on  the  first  view  o£ 
a  letter,  immediately  admitted  it  tp,  be  his,  but 
on  a  more  close'inspection  found  thafralarge  portion 
of  it  had  not  been  written  by  hhn.  He  did  not  see 
upon  the  reason  of  thethi,ng  why  the  witness  should 
rtot  be  examined. 

Mr.  EUthuust  agreed -with  the  last  speaker, 
tb<U  there  was, no  serious  ©Ejection  to  the  evidence 
now  offered  He,  however,  denied  the  propriety 
of  allowing  witnesses  in  every  case  to  look  over  the 
whole  of  their  letters  which  they  were  called  upon 
to  prove.  In  Courts  of  Justice  it  was  often  necessary, 
for  the  purposes  of  justice,  to  conceal  the  bodies  of 
letters  from  the  witnesses,  and  only  shew  the  sig- 
natures. This  was  the  common  practice  ;  but  at  the 
same  time,  there  were  undoubtedly  exceptions  to  the 
rule,  where  it  might  be  material  to  shew  the  whole 
letter,  m  order  to  detect  interpolations,  and  for  other 

purposes. 
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purposes.  In  the  course  of  several  years  a  variation 
might  certainly  take  place  in  the  hand- writing  of 
any  person,  and  this  was  the  reason  why  Colonel 
Gordon  had  looked  at  the  Duke  of  York's  letters 
written  in  different  yeais,  that  he  might  be  enabled 
to  refresh  his  memory  and  speak  more  accurately. 
Nothing  he  thought  could  be  more  proper  than 
this,  and  he  was  of  opinion,  that  the  House  had 
acted  perfectly  right,  both  in  the  case  of  Colonel 
Gordon  aud  of  Mrs.  Clarke.  With  respect  to  the 
particular  question  at  present  under  consideration, 
the  House  had  already  gone  beyond  the  strict  rules 
of  Courts  of  Justice  He  expressed  his  surprize  at 
the  remark  of  the  Noble  Lord,  concerning  the  evi- 
dence of  Mrs  Clarke  and  the  other  witnesses  on  the 
subject  of  the  note  m  question.  As  to  Mrs.  Claike's 
credibility  he  would  at  present  grve  no  opinion,  but 
the  note  was  so  far  fiom  being  absolutely  proved,  to 
be  the  hand-wnupg  of  the  Duke  of  York,  that  the 
legal  question,  "  Do  you  Leheve  that  to  be  the 
Duke  of  York's  hjrnd-vvrinng,"  was  put  only  to  one 
of  the  witnesses*,  and  lie  said  "  that  it  he  were 
obliged  to  give  an  opinion,  he  would  rather  say  that 
it  was  not  the  Duke  of  York's  hand-writing." 
Tnere  was  then  a  doubt  on  the  subject,  and  the  mat- 
ten  mfght  be  said  to  bang  m  equilibria.  Tn  tins- 
situation,  why  should  the  House  refuse  to  take  what 
further  assistance  might  be  offered  ^  It  had  been, 
eaid  that  all  this  was  a  matter  of  conjecture  -  but 
surely  the  House  would  not  refuse  whatever  infor- 
mation might  assist  them  in  conjecturing  rightly  < 
The  question  to  which  the"  witnesses  were  to  spea4c, 
was  not,  whether  these  "  were  or  were  not  the  let- 
ters of  the  Duke  of  York,"  but  they  were  called 
upon  to  say,  as  men  of  skill,  in  compaiison  of  hands, 
**  whether  two  or  three  papers  were  all  written  by 
%he  sarnie  person."  The  case  was  different  from  such 

General  Brownngg 
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as  had  been  stated  by  the  Noble  Lord  *.  The  House 
acted  as  Jurors  and  at  the  same  time  in  the  capacity 
of  Judges,  and  therefore,  no  doubt,  would  exercise 
a  sc-uud  discretion  on  all  the  evidence,  produced* 

Mr.  Brand  wished  to  explain  the  grounds  on 
which  he  would  give  his  vote  rn  case  the  question 
carrie  to  a  decision.  After  the  general  evidence 
which  had  been  admitted  already  m  the  course  of 
this  investigation,  he  was  astonished  to  heat  the 
present  evidence  objected  to,  and  he  was.  more  asto- 
nished to  hear  that  objection  come  fiom  his, honour- 
able and  Noble  Friends,  who,  when  he  befoie  had 
recommended  some  strictness,  had  argued  so  strongly 
in  favpur  of  generality  m  the  evidence  ,  and  this  too, 
when  the  utmost  that  appeared  from  the  cases  cited 
was,  that  the  point  was  probiei  utical  m  Courts  of 
Law.  {Hear'  bear1)  He  thought  the  evidence 
«ught  to  be  admitted 

SirS.  Rom  illy  declared,  the  question  aopeared 
to  him  to  be  of  such  high  mipoitance  that  he  thought 
the  Committee  should  not  determine  cn  it  betoie 
they  were  in  possession  of  more  informat'on.  'i  he 
object  was  very  dilkrent  irom  that  of  Courts  at 
Justice,  and  therefore  the  House  could  not  be  bound 
by  similar  ties.  The  Right  Honourable  Gentleman- 
apposite,  had  not  stated  the  matter  fairly,  when  he 
meiely  talked  of  a  decision  at  Bar,  and  one  at  Nut 
Triits.  The  fact  was,  that  in  the  case  of  Revetfc 
and  Biaham,  which  was  a  trial  at  Bar,  the  decision 
was  so  contrary  to  the  established  principles,  of.  law, 
and  gave  so  universal  and  so  great  an  alarm  to  the 
whole  Bar,  that  on  the  subsequent  occasion  in  the 
case  at  Nisi  Prms,  Mr  Baron  Hotham,  who  was 
weH  known  to  be  a  judge-  very  diffident  of  his  own- 
Opinion,  took  on  himself  to  reverse  the  law  held  ih 
true  oilier  case?  of  the  trial  at  Bar  j  and  it  was  very 
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evident,  and  perfectly  well  known,  that  he,  a  single 
judge;,  sitting  at  Ntsi  Pnus,  never  would  have  un- 
dertaken to  overturn  that  decision  of  the  Court*  had 
he  not  been  well  aware  that  it  had  been  highly  and 
loudly  condemned  by  the%  universal  opinion  or  the- 
whole  Bar.  There  was  no  question  of  law  so  nice, 
as  that  of  saying  "  whether  any  certain  piece  of 
writing  is  that  of  any  one  particular  person  01  not 
the  property,  the  liberties,  and  the  lives,  of  all  the 
subjects  of  this  realm,  were  deeply  interested  in  it ; 
and  it  ought  never  to  be  forgotten  in  that  House,  in 
particular,  that  Algernon  Sydney  lost  his  life  bjr 
4dmitting  a  comparison  of  hand-writing,  and  as- 
Lord  Ellenborough  had  so  lately  argued  the  case 
most  seriously,  the  House  ought  well  to  consider 
whether  this  was  really  law  or  not.  He  should  be 
sorry  to  take  up  the  time  of  the  Committee,  by 
going  deeply  into  the  reason  of  this  case,  but  he  had 
leally  heard  nothing  to  convince  him  m  what  had 
been  advanced  that  night  on  the  sublet.  If  the 
House  were  to  judge  by  what  had  fallen  from  the 
Honourable  Gentleman  below  him  *,  a  comparison 
©f  hands  was  unquestionably  bettai  than  seeing  a- 
person  write,  that  argument,  it  seemed  to  him, 
went  too  far,  for  it  proved  "the  compai ison  to  be 
the  best,"  which  was  a  doctrine  long  since  exploded. 
The  Right  Honourable  Gentleman  on  the  floor  f 
had  said  that  the  House  had  examined  four  Gentle- 
men, but  had  not  put  the  proper  questions  to  them. 
Then  why  not  put  these  questions  to  them  ?  They 
were  still  to  be  called  before  the  House,  and  it  was 
much  better  to  put  these  qaestions  to  them  in  such' 
a  manner  as  the  Right  Honourable  Gentle  nare 
should  point  out  as  a  proper  one,  than  to  admit  evi» 
dence  so  very  alarming  as  this  appeared  to  him  to; 
be.   He  begged  the  Committee  to  recollect  that 

*  Mr  W.  Smith.         t  Mr  Bathurst. 
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the  evidence  to  be  produced  was  to  decide  the  point 
by  a  comparison  of  hands ,  that  tins  was  deenfed 
contrary  to  the  established  law  ef  the  land ;  "  and 
is  it,  said  he,  the  evidence  of  tbose  peisons  which 
shall  be  allowed  to  determine  this  positive^  to  be 
the  hand-writing  of  the  Duke  of  York  >"  He 
thought  it  ought  not,  and  should  therefore  objecj:- 
to  the  witness  being  called  to  the  bar  v 

Mr.  Bfresford  said  a  few  v%  ords  explanatory  of 
what  he  had  previously  mentioned. 

The  Attorney  Gfneral  said  his  Right  Ho- 
nourable and  teamed  Friend  who  had  just  sat  down, 
could  not  more  highly  respect  the  judicial  opinion 
of  Lord  Eilenborough  than  he  himself  dm,  but 
when  he  considered  that  m  the  case  alluded  to,  he 
went  to  Maidstone  as  Counsel  for  the  Defendant^ 
all  the  law  he  had  then  held  on  the  sabject  was 
merely  that  of  an  advocate,  doing  the  most  he  could 
for  the  cause  of  his  cl  er>t,  but  was  by  no  means  to 
be  considered  in  the  light  of  a  judicial  opinion  He 
could  not  allow  jhe  feasor)  gnen  by  his  Right  Ho- 
nouiable  and  Learned  Friend  Sor  Biron  Hutham's 
overruling  the  decision  ol  the  Couit,  because  it  was 
the-umversal  opinion  oi  the  Bar  that  that  decision 
was  co'ntrary  to  law  I  it  the  case  of  Revett  and 
Braham,  the  point  was,  whether  the  hand-writing 
was  feigned  or  real ;  and  this  was  to.be  determined  by 
persons  from  public  offices,, who  acted  as  inspectors. 
In  the  trial  before  Baron  Hotham,  the  inspectors 
Atom  the  Post  Office  were  asked  whether  the  hand- 
writing of  the  Defendant  Cator  was  a  feigned  hand  : 
so  fa?  it  agreed  with  the  case  of  Revett  and  Braham  ; 
but  it  went  further,  and  having  proved  the  opinion 
that  the  hand- writing  was  feigned,  they  proceeded 
to  ask  whether  it  had  been  feigued  by  the  persorf 
w,ho  wrote  the  libel,  and  this  was  to  be  done  by 
shewing  the  Defendant's  writing,  and  then  com- 
patbg  it  with  the  libel  j  this  was  refused ;  but  so 
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far  as  whether  the  hand  was  a  feigned  hand.  Baron 
Hot  ham,  in  the  case  of  Jackson  and  Cator,  sup« 
ported  the  doctrine  in  Revett  and  Braham»  Theques-* 
tion,  however,  then  was,  whether,  as  the  Commit- 
tee has  hitherto  proceeded,  these  witnesses  shofdd 
be  allowed  to  be  called,  and  whether  the  Committee 
should  receive  any  fuither  assistance  towards  proving 
the  hand-writing.  The  Committee  had  already  ex- 
ceeded the  strict  rules  of  legal  justice,  and  were 
then  only  asked  <to  admit  the  evidence  of  persons 
who  have  been  accustomed  to  examine,  and  to  say 
whether  certain  hand- writing,  submitted  to  their 
inspection,  be  feigned  or  real,  and  whether  they 
will  not  be  better  able  to  jadge,  from  persons  of 
such  experience,  thap  by  their  own  only ;  on  that 
ground,  he  should  apprehend  the  Committee  would 
come  to  a  decision. 

The  question  was  then  put,  and  the  witness  was 
allowed  to  be  called  in  without  a,  division. 

THOMAS  S4ETCAJUFJE,  ]VI,  D.  was  called  in, 
and  examined  by  the  Committee,  as  follows  ; 

Chairman.    Q.  You  are  a  Physician  > — A  I  am. 
Q  Arc  you  Mis.  Cla  ke's  medical  attendant  > — A  lam. 
Q.  Haveyouseen  Mrs.  Cldike  in  the  course  of  thisdiy  ? 
A.  Yes. 

Q,  Is  ber  state  of  health  such  as  to  pievent  her  attend- 
ing to  give  evidence  to  day  > — A  I  thmk  totally  so. 

Q.  Can  you  form  any  opinion  when  Mis,  Clarke's  henhh 
will  peimit  her  to  attend  ' 

A  I  should  think  \<\  the  romse  of  two  days 

[Ihe  Witness,  was  dnecied  to  witlidiaw. 

[It  having  been  moved  and  seconded,  that  the 
evidence  to  the  hand-wnting  about  to  be  pro- 
duced, be  not  received ;  upon  which,  the 
question  was  put,  and  passed  in  the  negative, 
without  a  divifa.on.~l 

Mr. 
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Mr.  SAMUEL  JOHNSON  was  called  in-,  and 
examined  by  the  Committee,  as  follows  : 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.,   Q,  What  are  vou  ? 

.4.  Inspector  of  Franks  at  the  General  Post  Office. 

Q.  How  long  have  you  been  in  that  situation  ? 

A.  I  haye  been  in  the  Office  about  thirteen  years,  or 
rather  more  ;  in  that  situation  about  six  years;  I  think 
it  was  in  1802  I  was  appointed  to  the  Franks. 

Q.  In  that  situation,  is  it  your  particular  duty  to  look 
at  hand-writing,  and  observe  its  different  variation  ? 

A.  It  is  our  duty  to  perceive  that  no  franks  pass  either 
from  the  House  of  Peers  or  the  House  of  Commons,  but 
franks  by  theP^ers  or  the  Members  themselves. 

42.  In  the  course"  of  that  duty  ,  it  is-  neeessary  for  you  t<r 
Ve  very  particular  in  youi  examination  of  hand-writing? 

A.  As  much  so. as  our  time  will  permit. 

{.The  tout  lellirs  and  the  note  being  shewn  to  the  Witness,} 
Q..  You  have  seen  these  papers  before,  in  the  room  of  the 
House  of  Commons.— A.  I  have 

Q.  The  paper  to  which  particularly  I  wish  to  direct  your 
attention,  is  the  small  paper ;  in  your  opinion,  is  that 
smaller  paper  the  same  hand-writiug  as  the  larger  papers  ? 

A,  It  resembles  it  so  nearly,  that  I  should  think  it  was. 

Q,  In  point  of  fact  have  you  occasionally,  from  inspec- 
tion only,  detected  fa'se  or  feigned  signatures  ? — A.  Yes> 
[The  Witness  was  directed  to  withdraw. 

Mr.  ROBERT  SEARLES  was  called  in,  and  exa- 
mined by  the  Committee,  as  follows: 

Hie  Chancellor •■■of  'the  Exchequer.    Q,  What  ire  you. 
A.  A  Deputy  Inspector  of  Franks. 
Q.  How  long  have  you  been  in  that  situation  ? 
A-  About  eighteen  mouths. 

[The  tvjo  letters  anil  the  note  were  shevcn  to  the  Witness,] 
Q,  You. .have  seen  these  papers  before  ? — A,  I  have. 
Q.  Look  at  them,  andtei!  me  whether  you  think  they 
are  ail  the  same  hand-writing     A.  1  think  they  are. 

[The  Witness  was  directed  to  withdraw. 


Mr. 
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Mr.  THOMAS  NESBI1T  was  called  in,  and  ex- 
amined  by  the  Committee^  as  follows : 

Mr.  Berisford.    Q.  What  is  your  employment  ? 
A.  fiarnjn  the  se<  vice  of  the  Bank. 
Q.  In  what  depariment  of  the  Bank  are  you  ? 
A.  Principal  ot"the  Letter  of  Attorney  Othce. 
Q.  In  that  Office  are  you  i  n  the  habit  oi  examining  hand* 
writings,  that  aie  suspected  to  be1  forgenes  ? 
A.  Yes,  constantly  so. 

Q.  How  long  have  you  been  in  that  emplryment  ? 

A   Between  thirty  and  forty  years,  in  the'daily  habit. 

Q.  Are  youjn  the  habit  of  examining  writings  that  you 
so  suspect,  by  comparing  them  with  othei  wiicings,  ac- 
knowledged to  be  the  hand  of  the  same  party  ? 

A.  Certainly. 

Q.  In  making  such  comparison,  what  is  your  usual  habit 
of  doing  it > 

A.  A  signature  to- a  letter  of  attorney  for  sale  is  left 
at  the  Bank  for  me  to  examine,  and  if  to  any  other  letter 
of  attorney  the  piop'ietor  haj>  put  his  name,  or  has  ac- 
cepted the  stock,  this  letter  of  attorney  in  question  would 
be  examined  by  thosi  signatuies. 

Q-.  In  So  do  ng,  are  you  in  the  habit  of  observing  the- 
turn  of  the  different  hands  in  writing  the  names,  to  see 
whether  the  \  arty  writing  turned  his  hand  the  same  way  ? 

A.  Certainly. 

[The  two  letters  and  the  note  were  sh;ivn  to  the  Witness.] 
Q.  Have  you  seen  these  p-.pefs  before  ? — A.  I  have. 

Q.  By  a  close  inspect  on  of  the  band-writing  of  the  let- 
ters, do  you  perceive  any  d'fferenje  in  the  turns  of  any 
one  compared  with  the  others  ' 

[The  Witness  was  directed  to  withdraw. 

Mr.  Bath  up st  rose  to  order — ha  thought  the 
proper  course  of  examination  was,  that  which  had 
been  pursued  by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exche&u e r  did  not 
understand  the  objection  of  his  Honourable  Friend 
on  the  opposite  side.  His  Honourable  Friend  Ire- 
hind 
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l||cl  &im  ^avi^^%rrae<f  his'  osffti  judgment  by  an 
att^tW  tp.fbe,  formation  of  the  letters,  wished'to' 
d\rect  tfie  attention  of  the  witnessed  the  particular* 
circiumst^nces  which  hid  weighed  wrth'hiftiStfH'bs* 
fore  he  asked  him  the  general  0tu«s{io&*5FhWW 
thought  perfectly  proffer — and  as  his  IWoourar#W 
Friend  had  b«en  in  a  situation  where  "he'hiifisitff  8S8 
-been  jn  the  habit  of  comparing  hands,  he  had  gWfft 
up  the  examination  of  this'wlt'ness'taiffm. 

Mr.  Bat  hurst  contended  that  the  examination 
oiight  to  be  confined  to  the  general  question  j  as  to 
a.  tri^i^  difference  in-a  word  or  a  letter,  the  hand- 
anting  Qt*  each  of  the  Members  of  the  House  might 
so  far  vary  at  different  times.  But  the  point  was 
**  whether  on  a  View  oi  the  whole  the  witness  was  of 
lOpinion  that  the  writings  were  the  same."  '.file 
question  he  thought  the  more  improper  as  the 
Honourable  Gentleman  had  founded  it  on  personal 
«pinion. 

Mr.  ^tLtoT  had  an  objection  to  state  different 
fom  that  of  his  Honourable  F)  lend,  who  had  just 
Sat  dawn.  He  thought  it  of  great  importance  that 
the-fiouse  and  the  Committee  should  be  consistent. 
J^  witness  had  been  before  rejected  because  he  could 
speak  only  from  signatures,  and  this  witness  stood 
in  the  same  situation. 

The  Ch  ancel  lor  of  the  Exchequer  remaiked 
4h|it  the  witnesses  now  called  were  not  called  with 
a  vidw  to^prove  the  hand-writing  of  the  Duke  of 
York,(  but  to  say  whether  two  papers  shewn  them 
were  in  the  same  hand-writing.  The  question,  he 
contended,  was  in  substance  unobjectionable  ;^for 
it  War  proper  and  important  to  direct  the  attention 
*of  the  witness  to  the  materials  upon  which,  pe  Was 
to  judjfe  ;  and  this  he  supposed  was  the  'object  of 
jhis  Honourable  Friend. 

*  Mr  Bebssford 
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Mr.  Ellison  considering,  that  the  House  ha<3f 
decided  that  these  witnesses  should  be  called,  he 
had  nothing  to  say  on  that  point ;  but  he  was  very 
anxious  that  it  should  not  ge  forth  to  the  public  that 
there  was  any  thing  like  an  attempt  to  lead  the  wit- 
ness. Tfce  object  was  to  get  at  the  truth ;  and 
tbe  question  had  a  manifest  tendency  to  lead  the 
evidence.  This  therefore  would  not  serve  the  cause 
of  truth  ;  and  on  that  account  his  sentiment  was 
strong  against  it. 

Mr.  Beresfokd  stated,  that  having  been  him- 
self in  the  habit  of  examining  hand- writings  with  a 
view  to  detect  forgeries,  he  had  looked  at  the  note 
and  the  other  letters,  and  had  made  observations 
which  appeared  to  several  Gentlemen  to  whom  he 
mentioned  them  to  have  weight.  He  had  refrained 
from  asking  any  questions  of  the  two  first  witnesses, 
as"  he 'might  from  the  circumstance  have  a  prejudice 
in  his  mind  that  might  lead  him  to  ask  an  improper 
question.  But  the  Gentlemen  around  him  seemed 
to  think  there  was  no  impropriety  in  his  asking 
questions,  and  pointing  out  the  particulars  to  which 
he  wished  the  witness  to  attend  before  the  general 
answer  was  given.  He  should  be  sorry  to  press  any 
question  which  might  be  thought  improper,  and  if 
there-  was  any  objection  to  his  last  question,  he 
would  abandon  it. 

Mr.  Wjlbeeforce  thought  the  question  very 
improper  in  the  peculiar  circumstances  under  which 
these  witnesses  came  before  the  Committee.  They 
had  already  examined  the  papers,  and  of  course  had 
attended  to  the  necessary  particulars,  and  it  was 
quite  needless  now  to  lead  their  attention  to  them. 
They  ought,  first  to  be  asked,  "  whether  they 
believed  the  hand- writing  to  be  the  same,"  and  if 
they  answered  in  the  affirmative,  they  mtght  then 
with  perfect  propriety  be  asked  "  why  they  thought 

No.  XXII.— V.  2.  U  so." 
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so."  But  upon  the  principle,  of  the  last  question, 
a  witness  might  be  asked  five  hundred  preliminary); 
qikst'ious,  so  as  to  fritter  away  his  opinion  before  he 
gave  it.  The  same  course  ought  to  be  followed  with 
respect  to  this  witness,  that  had  been  adopted  with; 
resoect  to  the  two  former,  otherwise  it  might  be 
itjugiued  that  the  Gentleman  who  examined  the  wit- 
nesses, resorted  to  this  circuitous  method  from  the 
dread  of  an  opinion  contrary  to  their  wishes. 

Mr.  Beresfo.rd  moved  that  the  question  be  ex- 
punged, which  was  accordingly  done. 

[The  witness  was  again  called  in.j 

Q.  State  whether  you  think  these  several  papers  were 
all  Written  by  the  same  person,  looking  both  at  the  direc- 
tions and  the  inside  of  the  letters  ? 

A.  I  have  looked  very  attentively  at  the  note  particu- 
larly, and  compared  it  with  these  two  letters,  and  after  a 
great  deal  of  attention  and  care  in  looking  at  almost  every 
letter  in  the  note,  I  am  of  opinion  that  it  was  not  written 
by  the  same  habd. 

'Q.  On  what  cifcumstances  in  that  note  do  you  ground 
your  opinion  ?  - 

A.  Because  I  perceive  a  neatness  through  almost  every 
letter  of  the  note,  which  is  not,  I  think,  to  be  found  in 
the  letters  ;  and  the  whole  of  the  writing  in  the  note  ap- 
pear to  me  to  be  of  a  smaller  character  than  the  letters  in 
general  are;  I  think  I  perceive  a  stiffness  in  several  of  the 
letters  in  the  note,  which  I  do  not  perceive  in  the  twodet- 
ters  dated  Sandgate  and  Weymouth. 

Q.  Have  you  any  further  observation  to  make  ? 

A.  1  will  just  add,  that  in  the  two  letters  dated  Sand- 
gate  and  V/ eymonth,  there  appears  to  me  to  be  a  general 
freedom  I  do  not  perceive  in  the  note.  , 

Lord  Folkstone.  Q.  You  state,  that  you  perceive  in  the 
formation  ot  the  letters  of  the  note  a  neatness  of  character 
which' you- do  not  perceive  in  the  letters ;  do  you  not  con- 
ceive 
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eeive  triat  difference  may  arise  from  the  difference  of  the 
pens  and  ink  used  in  the-,  writing? 

^i,  That  cLicuaistaccr  has  not  .escaped  my  wind,  but 
after  looking  at  that  also,  I  am  st,ll  of  opinion  that  it  was 
Bot  Jthe  same  writing. 

, Qt  You  stated,  that  you  are  principal  Inspector  f  the 
Letter  of  A  ttorney  Office  ;  in  exam!  riing  letters  of  attorney 
in  that  office,  is  it  not  your  principal  business  to  look  at 
the  signature  ?— A.  It  is. 

Q.  Is  that  your  only  business  ? 

A.  No,  surely  not ;  that  is  the  principal  business. 

Q.  What  other  part  of  the  hand- writing  are  you  ac- 
customed to  examine,  besides-the  signature  ? 

A.  It  is  uecessary  for  me  to  read  over  the  whole  of  the 
letter  of  attorney,  to  see  that  it  is  correct  in  all  its  parts, 
and  when  so  done,  to  compare  the  signature  with  any 
former  signature,  and  if  it  agrees,  of  course  it/is  admitted; 
if  it  does  not  agree,  we  have  other  modes  of  proof,  such 
as  looking  at  other  signatures,  comparing  the  hand-writing 
of  the  witnesses,  and  still  other  proofs. 

Q.  Is  it  expected  that  the  hand-writing  in  the  body  of 
the  letter  of  attorney  should  be  written  by  the  person  who 
signs  his  name 'at  the  bottonl  ? 

A.  The  letters  of  attorney  are  almost  universally  filled 
up  by  the  Clerks  in  the  Office  over  which  I  preside  the 
body  of  the  letter  of  attorney  is  uniformly  filled  up  by  them. 

Q.  Then  is  not  the  comparison  of  writings  to  which 
alone  your  attention  is  directed,  altogether  a  comparison 
of  signatures  }-~A.  It  is. 

Q.  Have  you,  in  looking  over  the  note,  observed  that 
there;  are  no  dots  to  the  i's  in  that  note  ? — 

A.  I  have  not; 

Mr.  C.  Adams.  Q.  Have  you  observed  whether  there 
are  any  dots  to  the  i's  in  the  two  letters  ? 

Av  I  think  I  haye  o"bseived  dots  in  some  parts  of  the 
letters;?  " 

<2.„Look  over  the  letters  again,  with  a  view  to  that  etr* 
eumstance? 

■■The  Witness  looked  over  the  letters'] — A.  I  do  nor  observe 
several,  bat  Ido  find,  in  the  first  letter  I  tia've  looked 

into. 
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'  nto,  one  ;  that  is  the  letter  dated  from  Wry  mouth. 

Q.  Have  you  observed  but  one  i,  in  these  two  letters, 
•with  the  dot  over  it  ? 

A.  I  have  not  observed  more.  ,  >..,,„ 

Qi  Having  adverted  to  that  circumstance,doyou rejnaiiB 
of  the  same  opinion"  with  regard  to  the  hand-writing  i 

A.  I  do  not  think  that  should  change  my  opinion,  be- 
cause I  .think  that  the  ensemble  of  the  note  appears  to 
me  altogether  a  different  kiod  of  hand. 

Q.  You  haves  ated  to  the  Committee,  that  you  looked 
over  these  letters  and  the  note  with  great  atten  tion  j  how- 
did  it  happen  that  so  remarkable  a  circuHistance  as  that 
escaped  your  at'ention  ?   ,  .  - 

A.'  I  do  not  at  all  wonder  that  such  a  circumstance  as 
that  should  escape  my  attention,  it  is  the  first  time  J  have 
ever  been  called  upon  in  thisHouse^  however,  and  sur- 
rounded as  I  was  by  Gentlemen  on  every  side  at  the  time 
Iwas  examining  into  the  letters,  as  far  as  my  time  and  at- 
tention would  allow,  I  do  not  wonder  that  that  circum- 
stance escaped  my  attention. 

Q.  How  long  a  time  were  these  letters  under  your  in- 
spection in  the  Committee-)  oom  above  stairs  ? 

A.  I  think  about  an  hour;  but  in  the  course  of  that 
time,  I  had  a  great  variety  of  letters  to  look  over,  of  Mrs* 
Clarke's  and  other  persons,  which  1  was  directed  to  look 
at,  and  which  I  did  look  at,  and  observed  the  characters 
with  some  attention. 

Hon.  Mr.  Yorh.-  Q.  If  a  person  wanted  to  forge  the 
writing  of  another  who  put  dots  to  his  i's,  would  the 
forger  not  do  it  sUo  ? ' 

1       ,     [The.Witnega  wag  directed  to  withdraw, 

Mr.  W.  Smith  objected  to  this  question,  as  It 
could  at  best  be  nothing  more  than  a  matter  of  in- 
ference. 

Mr.  Yorke  said,  it  was  not  a  question  6f  "infer- 
ence, but  of  experience. 

.Sir  Thomas  Turton  thought  if  that  was  the 
intention,  the  best  way  of  putting,  the  questiott, 

■would 
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would  be,  'DM  he  ever  remember  such  a  circum- 
statrce  ?  * 

Mr.  Sharpe  said  any  answer  the  witness  gave 
could  be  of  no  onsequence,  as  he  had  confessed  he 
had  not  attended  to  the  circumstance. 

[The  Witness  was  again  called  in.] 

Hon,  Mr.  Yorle.  Q.  Do  you  remember  an  instance  of  a 
person  endeavouring  to  forge  or  imitate  the  hand-writing 
of  another  who  did  not  put  dots  to  the  i's,  who  in'tbat 
forged  or  imitated  paper  was  accustomed  to  put  dots  .? 

A.  I  do  not  exactly  recollect  any  circumstance  about 
.dots  of  i's,  but  1  have  refused  signatures,  and  perhape 
daily  do  that,  which  turn  out  to  be  forgeries,  though  ges 
-iierally  innocent  ones,  but  not  actually  thesignatuie  of  th- 
parties  that  should  be  there.  ' 

QJ  Docs  the  .circumstance  of  there  being  no  dots  to  the 
i's  in  the  note  before  you,  make  any  difference  in  your 
opinion  ?. 

A.  It  certainly  was  a  circumstance  that  I  did  not  advert 
to,  and  therefore,  as  far  as  that  goes,  1  certainly  think  it 
is  of  weight,  but  not  sufficient  to  alter  my  opinion. 
:.  Mr.  Thompson.  Q.  In  the  course  of  examining  the  sig- 
nature of  powers  of  attorney,  have  you  not  observed  that 
the  signature  of  the  same  person  varies  considerably  in  a 
short  period  of  time  ? 

•  •  //•;  I  certainly  have,  and  that  may  arise  from  a  variety 
of  circumstances,  such  as  ill  health  ;  a  signature  made  be- 
fore/or  after 'dsnner  has  frequently  been  very  materially 
different,  and  indeed  a  variety  of  other  circumstances 
would  alter  the  signature  materially. 

Q.  Have  you  not  admitted  the  validity  of  signatures  of 
the  same  person,  so  varying  as  you  have  stated,  in  a  greater 
degree  thai)  tl  c  variation  .between  the  wiitiug  in  the, note 
and  the  two  leihr*  ? 

A.  I  have  no  doubt  but  I  have,  but  it  will  arise  from 
thii  circumstance,  probably,  thai  where  the  signature  of 
tiifeeonst'irt?'  nt  dilJVrs  materially  we  have  then  the  signa- 
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ture  of  two  witnesses  to  look  at,  and  if  the  signature  o  ^ 
either  of  those  witnesses  should  be  well  know  to  me  to  be 
in  all  probability  a  true  signature,  I  mean  a  signature  that 
passes  fcefqre  rne  very  frequently,  that  would  operate  in 
my  mind  to  admit  the  power  of  attorney,  though  there 
might  be  some  considerable-  variation  between  the 
constituent's  signature  in  the  one  instance  and  in  the 
other. 

Q.  Have  you  not  admitted  the  validity  of  the  hand- 
Writing  of  those  varying  signatures,  -where  the  witnesses 
have  been  totally  different  persons,  and  totally  unknown 
to  you  ? 

A.  I  think  I  have  not,  because  that  is  my  particular 
business  to  attend  to,  not  to  admit  any  thing  that  isnrit  in 
itself  exactly  what  it  ought  to  be,  without  such  pioof  be- 
fore me  aS  should  enable  me  to  admit  it. 

Q.  What  proportion  of  the  signatures  of  the  witnesses 
to  the  powers  of  attorney,  in  the  country,  are  you  ac- 
quainted with  ? 

A.  I  cannot  say  the  proportion  of  hand-writings  of  wit- 
nesses that  I  am  acOjUainted  with,  but  certainly  a  great 
Bumber,  and  you  will  allow  that,  when  I  tell  you  that 
every  day  I  admit  from  forty  to  fifty,  sixty,  and  a  hundred  ; 
hardly  any  day  is  less  than  foriy,  and  very  often  a  hundred. 

Q;  You  must  know  that  powers  of  attorney,  executed 
by  the  same  person  in  the  country,  are  attested  by  very 
different  witnesses  ? 

A.  Certainly. 

Q.  Do  you  not  depend  upon  the  signature  of  the  person 
who  executes  the  power  of  attorney,  much  more  than 
uporrany  name  of  any  witness  to  the  execution  of  that 
power  of  attorney  ? 

A.  I  certainly  do,  that  is  the  first  object. 

Q.  -Do  you  not  principally  depend  upon  the  signature 
of  the  person  who  executes  the  power  of  attorney,-  not- 
withstanding the  variations  in  the  hand-writing  of  that 
person  ? ' 

A.  I  certainly  do. 


Q.  And 
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Q,,  And  you  have  admitted  the  validity  of  those  signa- 
tures, with  greater  variations  than  you  find  between  the 
note  and  the  two  letters  J 

A.  1  certainly  have,  but  collateral  evidence  has  Come 
•in  to  satisfy  me  of  the  validity  of  the  signatures? 

Sir  J.  Hal!.  ,Q.  Do  you  consider  the  note  as  having 
been  written  in  imitation  of  the  hand-writing  of  the  letters  ? 

A.  That  was  my  opinion  at  the  time  I  was  examining 
them. 

Q.  Is  it  in  the  usual  and  common  habit  of  yourself  to 
be  called  upon  for  your  opinion,  ithd  to  give  an  opinion 
upon  the  similarity  of  hand  writing,  where  there  are  no 
signatured  of  names  whatever  ? 

A.  It  has  very  seldom  happened  of  late  years,  for- 
merly it  was  more  frequent,  because  of  late  years  I  have 
understood  that  such  kind  of  evidence  has  not  been  ad- 
mitted in  the  courts  of  law. 

Hon.  Mr.  Lyltleton.  Having  stated  that  you-  have 
been  chiefly  conversant  with  the  examination  of.  .signa- 
tures, do  you  judge  of  them  by  comparison  with  other 
signatures  of  the  same  person,  or  a  general  compaiison 
•of  the!  hand-writing  of  the  person  supposed  to.  iign  ., 

A.  I  judge  of  them  by  a  comparison  with  other  signa- 
tuies  ot  the  same  person  ? 

*  '<Q.  Have  you  ever  seen  papers  in  which  the  signature 
and  the  other  writing  in  those  papers,  purported  to  be, 
•and  to  your  "knowledge  were,  written  by  the  same  person  ? 
A.  I  have. 

Q,.  Have  you  in  those  cases  observed  that  the  signatures 
are  in  many  cases  different  from  the  general  v.ritmg  ? 

A  I  certainly  have,  and  1  must  acknowledge  that  sig- 
natures in  general  are  much  easier  to  judge  ot  than  com- 
mon lines  of  writing,  bi  cause  signatures  have  always  ap- 
peared to  me  a  set  kind  of  hand,  which  a  man  takes  up, 
and  in  general  does  not  part  with. 

Mr.  Martik.  Q,  Previously  to  your  examination  of  the 
two  letters  and  the  note,  had  it  been  intimated  to  you  by 
any  person,  and  by  whom,  that  there  was  reason  to  doubt 
©f  the  authenticity  of  the  note? 

A.  I  think  I  shoyld  answer  to  that,  that  I  read  the  news- 
paper eve^y  evening,  and  therefore  i  have  read  all  that 

concerns 
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concerns  this  business  every  evening  as  constantly  as  it 
iljas  passed. 

Q.  Is  the  committee  to  understand  that  the  first  doubt 
you  entertained,  was  by  what  was  suggested  from  reading 
the  newspapers  ? 

.5  A.  I  certainly  came  with  no  prejudice  in  my  mind,  but 
I  came  determined  to  form  my  mind  from  What  I  should 
see  in  the  note  and  in  the  letters. 

Q.  Is  the  committee  to  understand  that  the  first  doubt 
you  entertained  was  by  what  was  suggested  from  reading 
the  newspapers  ? 

A.  1  think  I  said 'that  I  came  here  with  no  prejudice, 
but  to  form  my  mind  from  what  I  should  find  in  reading 
,over  the  note  and  the  letters.  - 

Q.  Ii  the  committee  to  understand  that  the  first  doubt 
you  entertained  was  by  what  was  suggested  from  reading 
the  newspapers  ? 

A,  I  conceive  that  I  might  reason  upon  the  subject,  but 
certainly  I-came  here  with  no  prejudice  uhatevei. 

Q.  Is  the  committee  to  understand  that  the  first  doubt 
you  entertained  was  by  what  was  suggested  from  leading 
the  newspapers .? 

A.  I  certainly  did  reason  upon  the  subject  in  my, own 
mind,  but  I  caine  here  with  no  prejudice  whatever. 

Q.  Have  you  carefully  examined  both  the  letters,  nnd 
do  you  find  in  any  parts  of  either  ol  those  letters  any 
difference  in  the  hand-writing,  are  both  those  letters  ex- 
actly in  the  same  character  and  style  of  ha.nd-wiitiug  ? 

A.  I  did  not  perceive  any  particular  tliffeience  in  .  tke. 
iriode  of  writing  in  those  two  letters,  but  that  they  were 
all  written  with  the  same  kind  ol  freedom,  except  where 
the  ink  appeared  to  fail,  and  that  will  constantly  be  ttte 
case  under  such  a  circumstance. 

Q.  Is  or  is  not  the  ditfeienceiu  the  note  and  the  letters 
greater  than  that  which  you  have  frequently  observed  be- 
tween acknowledged  pieces  of  hand-wining  of  the  same 
person. 

.A.  The  difference  between  the  note  and  the  letter  ap- 
pears to  me  to  arise,  taking  it  altogetbbr,from  the  neatness 
and  thestiffness  ofwriling  which  I  do  not  observe  m  the  two 
letters;  as  to  there  being  a  greater  difference  between  the^ 
note  and  the  ktters,  and  any  two  signatures  which  1  have 

a i '  n; 1  it*  d , 
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admitted,  I  really  cannot  teil  how  to  answer  that,  the 
differences  in  signatures  are  so  veiy  ueq.n'iit  and  so  va- 
uous,  that  I  cannot  well  explain  myie'.i  upon  that  tub- 
ject.  , 

Mr.  Whitbretid.-  Q  You  have  said  you  have  only 
Lee n  able  to  judge  or  the  auttwnticily  of  one  sijjnjMjie, 
by  compai  mg  it  with  anothei,  how  ar<;  yon  tbe'i  a  better 
judge  than  any  clerk  in  uiy  countm^-'iouie  in  Land  <n  ? 

[The  Witness  otdeied  to  withdiaw. 

Mr.  Dbnt  said  it  was  impossible  for  the  witness 
to  answer  that  question. 

Mr.  WpnrBKfcAjD  defended  the  question,  he  said 
if  the  witness  had  only  ro  be  aikcd  whether  Fie- 
deiick  was  like  Frederick,  then  the  witness  might 
be  competent  to  pass  an  opinion  ,  but  when  he  con- 
fessed he  could  only  judge  of  the  authenticity  of 
one  signature  by  comparing  it  with  another",  then  he 
thought  the  question  a  just  and  proper  one. 

Mr.  Canning  considered  it  unfair,  because  the 
witness  did  not  come  to  the  Bar  voluntarily  to  be 
examined,  presuming  on  his  own  superior  competency, 
but  he  came  on  a  summons  to  give  the  best  opinion 
he  could  form. 

Mr.  Whi  thread  could  not  agree  in  any  such 
opinion.  When  the  witness  was  summoned  he  was 
set  up  as  a  judge,  and  of  course  should  be  able  to 
prove  the  competency,  which  he,  if  not  openly,  at 
least  tacitly  assumed, 

Mr  B-  Bathuust  suggested  the  following  form 
for  the  question,  in  which  Mr.  Whitbread  acqut. 
esced, 

Mr.  B.  Bathurst.  Q.  Fiom  your  habits  of  business  at 
the  Bank,  have  you  more  frequent  opportunities  of  com. 
paring  the  general  hand-wntingt  of  parties,  than  persons 
engaged  in  any  meicantile  or  othei  counting-house  in  the 
City  of  London  ? 

A.  I  am  persuaded  riot,  and  I  have  thought  myself 
frequently  mcompetent  to  such  kind  of  examinations,  be- 
cause 
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cause  my  constant  practice  lias  been  with  respect  to  sig- 
natures only. 

Q.  You  having  stated  that  you  had  been  occupied  one 
hour  in  examining uli  the  papers,  inclusive  ot  Mis.  Claike's 
letters,  what  time  did  you  devote  to  the  examination  of 
the  thiee  letters  now  in  question? 

A.  I  think  it  it.  probabie  that  I  might  have  bpen  from 
half  an  hour  to  tl  lee  quartets  on  the  one,  and  the  rest 
of  the  time  on  the  various  letters  of  Mrs,  Clarke,  and 
so  on. 

Q.  Might  not  the  short  note  and  the  two  letters  have 
been  the  hand-wnting  of  the  same  person,  supposing  the 
short  note  wntten  in  the  morning,  and  the  two  letters 
after  dinner,  or  vice  versa  ? 

A.  I  think  that  might 'possibly  have  been  tlu>  case,  but 
then  that  written  in  the  alternoon  would  havebeen  much 
woise  than  that  written  in  the  morning. 

Q.  If  two  powers  of  attorney  had  been  piesented  to 
you  for  your  examination,  one  in  the  hand  of  the  letter 
which  was  acknowledged  to  be  the  hand  writing  of  the 
party  who  presented  it,  and  the  other  in  the  hand  writing 
of  the  short  note,  with  your  observation  would  you  offici- 
ally have  refused  the  acceptance  of  that  latter  power  of 
attorney  ? 

A.  If  there  had  been  no  otb»r  circumstance*  as  col- 
lateral evidence  in  favour  ot  it,  I  ceitamly  should  have 
demuiied  to  the  signature. 

Q.  Have  you  not  said,  that  writings  diffeiihg  as  much 
at  tliese,  have  ultimately  turned  out  to  he  genuine  ? 

A.  It  I  have  not.  I  am  peisuided  they  have  done  so. 

[The  Witness  na>  duected  to  withdraw. 

Mr.  THOMAS  BATEMAN,  was  called  in,  and 
Examined  by  the  Committi?,  as  follows  • 

Attorney  General.    Q.  In  what  business  aie  }>ju  P 
A.  In  the  setvite  o(  the  K.ink  ot  inland. 
Q.  In  what  depaitinent  ? 

A.  My  en.jiLnueat  18  the  examinnu,  po« r » s  ,A  attnr 
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ney  in  the  first  place,  as  to  the  accuracy  of  them,  and 
then  examining  their  signatures'. 

Q.  [The  two  letters  and  the  note  mere  shewn  to  Ike  Wit- 
ness.] Have  you  examined  those  two  letters  and  that 
note,  for  the  purpose  of  discovering  whether  they  aie 
wutten  by  the  same  person  or  not. — A.  I  ha\e. 

Q.  How  long  have  you  been  employed  in  the  depart- 
ment, in  which  you  now  aie  ? 

A.  Neaily  twenty  yeais. 

Q.  You  are  still  in  that  situation. — A.  I  am. 

Q.  You  state  that  you  have  examined  these  two  let- 
ters!, and  that  note,  for  the  puipose  of  discovering  whe- 
thei  they  are  wutten  by  the  same  person  ? — A.  I  have. 

Q.  Look  at  them  now,  and  tell  me  whether  they  were 
in  }  our  judgment  written  by  the  same  person  ? 

A   I  think  there  is  a  veiy  coi respondent  similarity. 

Mr.  Loikhart.  Q.  In  your  judgment  is  the  note  writ- 
ten by  the  same  peison  as  these  letters  were  written  by  ? 

A.  I  can  only  say  that  theie  is  a  veiy  maiked  sinu- 
laiity. 

Q.  Upon  examining  these  letters  and  the  note,  have 
you  any  leason  to  think  they  were  not  written  by  the  same 
peison  ? 

A.  1  have  not  any  reason  to  think  they  were  not,  I 
have  no  reason  at  all  up.n  that  subject. 

Q.  Upon  examining  those  letters  and  the  note,  have 
you  any  reason  to  think  they  were  not  wutten  by  the 
same  person  ? 

A.  After  what  1  have  said,  I  think  I  cannot  answer 
that  question  but  in  the  way  I  ha\e  answered  it. 

Q  If  two  powers  of  attorney  catne  before  you,  signed 
one  in  the  character  of  the  aote,  "nj  the  other  in  the 
character  of  the  letters,  would  you  have  passed  them 
both  as  written  by  the  same  person  ? 

A.  I  think  I  should 

[The  witness  was  directed  to  withdraw. 

Mr.  THOMAS  BLISS,  was  called  in,  and 
»  and  Examined  by  the  Committee  as  follows  : 

Altortiey-G,  neral.    Q.  What  is  your  employment  ? 
A.  One  ot  the  Investigators  of  the  Bank  of  England. 

Q  What 
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What  is  your  business  in  that  department  ? 
A'  To  examine  and  inspect  into  forged  notes. 
Q.  How  loiig  have  you  been  m  that  situation  ^ 
^if.  About  fifteen  \ears. 

Q.  Is  it  yout  business  to  discover  whether  the  signatures 
to  those  notes  aie  or  aie  not  genuine? — A.  It  is. 

Q  Do  you  examine  any  thing  but  the  signatures  tQ 
those  notes  ? 

A.  The  whole  of  the  notes  ;  cveiy  writing  on  the  note, 
it  leads  to  many  other  things,  the  paper,  the  writing, 
the  engraving,  and  the  whole  of  the  notes. 

Q.  Do  you  ex.imme  any  writing  upon  the  notes,  except 
the  signature  ? — A.  Yes,  very  frequently. 

Q.  What  part  of  those  bills  which  )ou  examine  is  writ- 
ten, except  the  signatuie? 

A.  The  date  and  number. 

Q.  Do  you  examine  Bank  Post  Bills  as  well  as  Bank- 
Notes  <* — A.  No. 

Q.  Ihen  there  is  nothing  of  wnt>ng  upon  those  bills  you 
exannnei  but  the  dates,  the  numbers,  and  the  signatures  - 

A.  Nothing  else,  except  it  might  be  wi  I  ting  by  the  pub 
lie,  at  times,  upon  thp  notes. 

[The  two  letteis  and  the  note  nere  siticn  to  the  Witness,  j 
Q.  Have  you  examined  the  two  letteis  and  the  note 
now  put  into  your  hand,  for  the   purpose  of  disroviring 
whether  they  aie  written  by  the  same  person  or  not  f 
A.  1  have. 

Q.  According  to  the  best  judgment  you  can  foitn,  aie 
they  or  aie  ih<-y  not  written  by  the  same  person  ? 
A   2  should  Suppose  they  weie. 

Mr.  J .  Smith.  Have  jou  any  doubt  upon  that  subject 
8t  all? 

A.  From  letters  that  I  sawafteiuar<ls,I  have  some  doubt, 
but  if  1  had  not  seen  ai  y  other  letteis,  from  the  appear- 
ance 'if  thc-e  J  should  have  hud  no  d«.ubt. 
'  Mr.  Bttthuist.    Q  What  letteis  end  you  see  afterwards  ? 

A.,  I  saw  different  Setters  on  the  table  wheie  I  examined 
these,  that  I  was  desired  to  '  look  at  from  ]  believe  No. 
31  to40  or  hi.  ~- 

Q.  Is  the  Committee  to  understand,  that  from  the  ob- 
servation you  have  made  upon  the  letters  and  the  inne 

you 
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>,  ou  have  just  seen,  you  have  no  doubt  but  they  weie 
written  by  the  same  person  ? 

A.  I  did  iiot.say  1' had 'no 'doubt  I  sUid  I'tlia.iighfc  *thfy 
were.  '  _  '    ';'  '-.**' 

JIave  you  or  have  you  not  atiy  'doubt  upon  ffefU 
subject,  alluding  to  the  three  letters  you  have  just  seen.?, 

•A,.  From  the  letters  that  I  Saw  since,  many- of  thartV' 
seeming  to  differ,  I  have  some  doirbt'ofit.       ^  •: 

,  Q.  ljave  you  or  have  you  not  any  doubt  upon  that  sub- 
ject, alluding  to  the  three  fetters  you  have  just  seen  ? 

A.  From  the  examination  of  tin-  three  letters,  which  I 
looked  at  us  carefully  as  possible,  I  thought  they  were  all 
of  one  hand-writing. 

Q.  Whose  letters  do  y*u  imagine  those  were  that  you 
saw  besides  ? 

A.  There  were  papers  numbered  as1  fares  40' upon  the' 
table;  I  went  in  at  a  J.ate  hour,  only  one  being  allowed 
to  go  in  at  a  time,  I  looked  only  at  ten,  fiom  30  to  40 
or  4t,1  and  I  understood  from  those  letters  thsy  were  writ- 
ten by  Mis.  Clarke.     '  . 

Q.  Explain  how  the  comparison  of  Mrs.  Clarke's  let-' 
ters  induced  you  to  doubt  about  the  similarity  of  the  three 
others? 

A.  After  J  had  been  desired  to  look  at  two  letters,  ftiuj- 
flie  other  to  compare  tlie  band-Writing,  I  wa?  desired  to 
look  at  the  other  letters,  and  compare  them  with  the  first 
tw o  lettei s  also. 

Q.  I  low  did  that  comparison  alter  the  opinion  you  had 
before  formed  ? 

A.  Because  though  they  were  written  h)  one  person,  yci 
they  d  ffered  in  the  writing,  these  weie.  some  very  pic  in 
to  read,  a'nd  some  more  difficult  to  read,,  some  written 
lather  larger,  and  some  rather  smaller. 

Q.  I  understand  you  to  have  stated  that  the  two  Ictuos 
and  the  note  appeared  to  you  at  first  to  be  of  the  t,an',e 
writing  ? — A.  I  did  s:iy  so. 

Q.  Therefore,  though  these  were  written  at  different 
times,  there  appeared  no  great  difference  in  the  writing? 

A.  There  did  not. 

Q.  How  was  that  opinion  altered  by  finding  that  ano- 
ther person  did  at  different  times  write  different 'hands  ? 
No.  XXII.— V.  2.  X  A.  From 
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A.  From  the  difftience  ot  that  hand-writing  ;  some  o! 
them  I  cot*«paied,  in  some  me-imre,  bote  a  semblance  to 
the  first  two  letters  ,  it  ]  had  seen  no  otheis  than  the  fust 
two,  and  the  note  produced  to  me,  I  should  have  been 
cleaily  of  opinion,  without  any  doubt,  that  they  had  been 
the  same  person's  writing;  but  I  explain  now,  fiom  the  ul- 
timate judgment  ot  what  I  looked  at, which  impicssed  upon 
me  this,  th<>t  the  letters  that  1  saw,  though  they  were  one 
peison's  writing,  the  writing  differed  materially,  some  very 
small,  and  some  laiger,  and  from  the  very  fiee  easy  uin. 
lung-hand,  some  seem  so  exactly  alike,  and  some  different, 
that  it  would  be  doubtful  to  judge  of  that  person's  writing 
»t  all  times,  whethei  it  was  her  wilting  01  not. 

Q.  Is  it  fiom  those  letters  differing  amongst  themselves, 
or  from  son.e  of  them  agreeing  with  the  two  letteis  now 
shewn  to  you,  that  youi  doubt  arises  ? 

A.  It  is  fiom  some  of  those  letters  bung  differently  writ- 
ten of  themselv<s,  and  some  of  them  having  a  small  sem- 
blance of  the  other  wining. 

Q.  Did  those  letters  most  referable  the  two  letters  or  the 
note. 

A.  One  or  two  of  the  letteis  lescmbkd  the  two  letters 
and  the  note. 

Q,  Is  it  fiom  that  resemblance  that  you  doubt  now  that 
the  two  letteis  and  the  note  were  of  the  same  hand- 
writing ? 

A.  The  diffeience  amongst  themselves  would  be  the  only 
reason  that  would  create  any  doubt  m  my  mind. 

Q  You  have  said,  that  some  of  those  letters  were  m  a 
iaige  and  some  in  a  small  hand,  ant!  yet  you  suppose  them 
to  be  the  writing  oi  the  same  prison  ? 

A.  I  understood  tnat  they  weie  the  wilting,  and  thought 
that  they  were  the  writing  of  the  same  peison. 

Q,  Is  not  the  note  in  a  smallei  hand  than  the  letters  ? 

A.  I  think  as  near  as  possible  the  major  part  ot  it  is  the 
same  size  as  the  letteis. 

Attorney  General.  Did  you  perceive  any  similarity 
between  the  hand-wuttng  of  any  oi  the  letters  last  she*'n 
jou,  from  30  to  40,  and  the  note  > 

A.  There  weie  one  or  two  of  the  letteis  that  'I  thought 
bore  a  semblance  of  the  two  letters  and  the  note. 

<2-  Is 
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.  Q, . Ib  that  the  circumstance  which  It'll  von  'to  doubt  at 
last  whether  .the  two  letters  anil  the  note  weie  written  by 
the  Same  person  ? — A.  It  certainly  wa^. 

[The  witness  was  directed  to  withdraw; 

A.  short  conversation  then  took  place,  between  Sir 
M.  W.  Ridley,  Mr.  BhRtsFORb,  Mr.  W.  Wrase, 
and  another  member,  after  which  General  Clavertn* 
was  called  in,  and  examined  on  the  motion  of  Sit  M,. 
W,  Ridley. 

Brigadier-General  CLAVER1NG  having  s  nt  a  lettc- 
to  the  Chairman,  requesting  that  he  might  be  called 
to  explain  his  Evidence,  he  was  called  in,  and  Exa- 
mined by  The  Committee,  as  follows: 

/ 

Q.  What  part  of  the  evidence,  which  you  gave  on  a  far- 
mer night,  do  you  wish  now  to  explain  ? 

A.  There  is  a  patt  of  the  evidence  that  I  gave  on  a  for- 
mer night,  that  I  wish  to  explain.  But  1  request  pei- 
mission,  before  I  explain  it,  to  slate  why  I  requested  to 
come  forward  this  evening;  it  was  intimated  to  mf  yester- 
day, hy  a. friend  of  mine,  and  other  members  ofthetom- 
ifiittee,.  that  an  idea  had  gone  forth,  that  part  of  the  evidence 
J  gave  on  a  former  evening  was  not  correct;  1  certainly 
started  at  the  idea,  having  been  thoroughly  satisfied  in  my 
own  mind,  that  it  was  my  intention  to  state  every  thing  to  the 
very  best  of  my  knowledge.  Yesterday,  however,  I  referred 
to  the  Minutes, which  before  I  had  not  seen,  and  ft  did  certain- 
ly appear  to  the,  that  the  answers  1  had  given  to  the  ques- 
tions, were  not  perfectly  such  as  I  would  have  given,  had 
I  clearly  comprehended  those  questions;  and,  however  ex- 
traordinary this  may  appear  to  the  committee,  1  pledge 
my  sacred  honor  and  word,  the  mistake  was  perfectly  in- 
voluntary on  my  part,  and  it  was  my  en'ire  intention,  as 
well  as  my-wish,  to  give  every  information  in  my  power, 
ttnd  I  should  feel  myself  particularly  honoured  and  flattered 
by  as  many  questions  as  the  committee  shall  think  it  proper 
to  put  to  me  on  this  occasion.  With  the  permission  of  the. 
committee  I  will  now  refer"  to  the  questions  put  to  me  on 
the  foiraer  occasion.    In  page  153,  the  question  was; — ■ 
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liar!  j»u  an}'  communication  whatever  un  I'ne  subject  of 
Armj  Promotions,  with  Mrs.  Clarke?"  My  reply  was,  "  I 
never  proposed  iiisy  conversation  of  that  J<ind,  nor  do  1 
ret'olject  any  ever  having  existed,  excepjt  at  the.  period  I 
bt-fore  alluded  to,  when  she  requested  I  would  recommend 
to  the-  congelation  of.  the  Duke  of  York,  Lieutenant 
J> limner  'of  the  2Q\h  regiment."     It  is  perfectly  clear- now 
to  uie,  that  by  the  addition  of  the  word  1  whatever'  after 
'  communication.,'  an  epistolary  correspondence  was  in- 
tended, but  1  certainly  understood  it  to  he  a  personal  com- 
.tmiriieiitioii  or  conversation,  for,  in, the  two  preceding  qncs- 
■  lions,  the  idea  of  conversation,  and  conversation  only. had 
been  included,  and  in  the  following  question  likewise,  il 
appears  also  evident  to  me,  that  that  was  in  the  idea  of  the 
lionoiahlt  Member  who  proposed  it,  that  he  meant  con- 
versation, ft. i  the  question  is,  "  Had  you  any  incidental 
cineisation  with  Mis.  Ciaike  upon  that  subject  ?"  And  my 
jeply-vtas,  "  A  period  t)f  so  ninny  years,  having  elapsed 
mice  that  ti'me,  it  is  impossible  to  speak  positively  and  se- 
en lately  tt>  a  question  so  close  as  that,  but  to  the  best  of  my 
i/  iiff,  I  do  think  I  had."    The  next  question,  and  the  reply 
which  !  wish  to  advert  to,  is  this: — "DoyoUj  of  your  own 
knowledge,  know  that  Mrs.  Clarke  used  her  influence- jn 
i'.-ivour  of  any  person  whatever  in  the  Army  with  the  Com- 
mander Chief?"  My  reply  was,  "  I  do-not."  I  certainly  did 
misunderstand  that  question  altogether,  and  that  I. did  mis- 
understand it,  1  have  the  most  positive  proof  for  stating  to 
tlie  Committee  :  one  of  the  first  conversations  1  had,  after 
Withdrawing  from   this  bar,  was  with  a  noble,  relative  .of 
mi!)?,  a  Peer  of  the  Upper  House,  in  which  !  stated  fand 
he  has  authorized  me  to  s'ay,  if  it  is  necessary,  he  will  con- 
firm the  same)  that  my  surprise  was,  that  a  question  had 
been  put  to  me,  which  I  conceived  concerned  others,  and 
tl.at  my  regret  was,  that  the  question  had  not  been  pu| 
which  did  immediately  concern  myself,  for  if  it  had,  I 
should  have  given  that  reply,  which,  in  my  own  mind  con-, 
yeyed  a  tliomugh  conviction,  that  Mrs.  Clark-e  never  pos- 
sessed that  influence  over  the  mind  of  his  Royal  Highness 
which  it  is  supposed  that  she  possessed.  .1  have-  nothings 
further  to  add  upon  that  immediate  head. 

The 


[Tile  five  letters  delivered  in  by  Mrs.  Clarke  ori  (He 
13th  instant,  were  shewn  to  General  Claveiing.j 

General  Clavering. — They  are  my  hand-writing. 

Mr.  Word.  On  the  former  examination,  you  were  asked 
Whether  you  bad  ever  known  of  any  person,  who  had  asked 
Mrs.  Clarke  to  use  her  influence  with  the  Commander  in 
Chief:  to  which  you"  answered  positively,  that  you  had  not. 
When  you  were  asked  whether  you  knew  of  any  transac- 
tion of  that  nature,  you  say  you  understood  that  any  trans- 
action in  Which  you  might  have  beenengaged  was  excluded 
in  the,  intention  of  the  person  asking  that  question  ?' 

A.l  certainly  did,  both  to  that  question  and, to  the  follow- 
ing one,  for  I  conceived  that  my  answer  to  the  third  ques- 
tion from  the  bottom,  was  an  answer  which  applied' equally 
to  the  two  last. 

Mr.  tVhitliread,  Q.  Did  you  or  did  you  not  ever,  in 
writing  or  otherwise,  ask  Mrs.  Claike  to  use  her  influence 
on  your  behalf  with  the  Commander  in  Chief? — A.  I  did. 

Hon.  Mr.  Ybrke.    Q.  Had  it  any  effect? 

A.  I  believe  not. 

Q.  Did' you  obtain  what  yo+i  asked  for  ? 

A.  I  made  two  applications ;  I  did  not  obtain  the  first, 
and  I  believei  that  what  was  granted  me  in  the  second,  was 
not  through  her  influence. 

Q.  Was  it  gianted  to  you? 

A.  Wilt  you  permit  me  to  answer  that  question  aot'im- 
mediately  directly  j.  it  was,  granted,  but  it  must  equally 
have  been  granted,  and  it  could  not  have  been  denied  me, 
if  such  application  had'not  been  made. 

Q.  Why  tjhen  did  you  apply  through  Mrs.  Clarke  ? 

A.  Were  I  permitted  to  state  the  circumstances,  I  be- 
lieve! siw>uld  be  betteriipdersN)od  than  by  any  wider  answerl 
In  the  year  1803,  I  was  placed  up.m  the  staff,  as  an  in- 
specting Field  Officer,  as  ColoneU  In  the  jear  18'%  the 
Government  thought  proper  to  raise  all  ihe  officii*  f  the 
rank' of  Colonel  to  that  of  Brigadier-General,  I  received  a 
notification  from  the  War'-Offlce,  that  I  was  appointed  a 
Brigadier-Geueral,  and  about  a  fortnight  afterwards.  I  re- 
ceived a  second  notification,  to  say,  that  my  appoi-.ii'jietit 
was  not  to  be  toat  of  Brigadier-General,  but  (Srii'a.'ier- 
Colonel.  The  circumstance  appeared  to  me  so  ev.raor- 
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dit)8iy»  that  I  wrote  upon  thftt  occasion  ttf  Mrs.  Clarke, 
to  know  if  she  could  discover  why  the  alteration  was  made 
fiom  Brigadier-Gcni  ral,,  to  Brigadier-Colonel.;  she  replied 
to  me,,  that  upon  inquiiy  it  was  found  to"  be  a.  mistake,  «nd 
that  ail  the  Brigadier-Generals,  who  had  been  previously 
appointed  and  afterwards  removed,  were  to  ha  restored  to 
their,  jfi.r^t  appointments  ,of  Brigadier-Generals;  and  the 
leason  "xvas  evident,  it  was  supposed  "that  the  Militia  and 
.  the  Y^lunteers. might  possibly  be  assembled  to  act  together; 
by  the.MfJiiiu  act,  ho  Colonel  in  the  Army  can  command) 
a  Colonel  of  Militia,  consi  quently,  our  appointment  -to  the 
situation  of,  Brigadier-Colonels  would  not  halve  .bad  the 
f fleet  it  was  intended  to  have  had  ;  "therefore,  we'-  were 
wgaii)  appointed  to  our  original  situation,  that  of  Bugadier- 
Gencrals. 

Q.  How  came  you  to  apply  for  an  interpretation  of  any 
mistake,  or  any  < ^traordinaiy  circumstance,  to  -  Mrs. 
Claike,  "End  nott  o  the  office  of  the  Commander  i«-  Chief  ? 

A.  Because,  According  to  the  custom  of  all  offices,  the 
persons  holding  the  ostensible  situations  could  not  have 
given  me  the  information  that  I  desiied,  or  rather,  they 
would  have  been  leprehensibie,  if  they  had  given  it  me,  for 
in  all  probability, .though  they  might  have  been  acquainted 
with  the  reasons,  they  would  not  have  been  justified  in  de- 
claring th.em. 

Q.  What ,  secret  souice  of  information,  which  it  would 
have  been  lepiehensible  for  the  ostensible  officers  in  the 
Office  of  the  Commander  in  Chief- to  have  given,  did  you 
suppose  W  rs.  Clarke,  to  have  ? 

A,  I  certainly  did  suppose  that  Mrs.  Clarke  was  in- 
foimed  of  what  was  passing  in  the  War-Office';  I  mean  ge- 
nerally in  the  Office  of  the  Ccmmander  in  Chief,.and  there- 
fore 1  had  reason  to  suppose  that. she  would  give  me  every 
information,  that  was  in  her  power. 

Q,  What  was  the  reason  ? 

A-  Because  on  any  former  occasion,  as  far  as  I  can  at 
present  recollect,  she  had  been  always  extremely  com- 
municative. 

Q.  From  whom  did  you  know  or  suppose  that  she  had 
derived  that  communication  which  she  was  so  communica- 
tive of  to  you  ? 

A.  Certaialy 
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■>A..  Certainly  from  his  Royal  Highness-the  Commander 
in  Chief. 

£s>;-How  do  you  reconcile  the  answer  you  have  last  given 
to  ihe  answer  you  before  gave;  you  supposed  Mrs.  Claike 
to  have  no  influence  with  the  Commander  in  Chief'? 

A.  The  icply-that  1  betore  gave,  went  to  Mis.  Clarke's 
influence  over  ins  Royal  Highness  in  the  distribution  of 
military  promotion. 

.  Q.  Of  the  two  applications  which  you  state  yourself  to 
.have  made  through  Mrs.  Clatke,  which  whs  the  one  that 
was  successful,  'whether  by  her  influence  or  otherwise  ? 

A.  If  I  recollect  rightly-,  I  had  befoie  the  honour  of 
stating,  that  the  rank  of  Brigadier-General  was  lestored  to 
me,  which  1  could  not  have  been  denied;  it  wis  granted 
to- all  the  Colonels  of  the  regular  set  vice  of  the  year  1802, 
in  which* bievet  1  was,  with  others  both  above  and  below 
nie,.and  consequently  it  could  not  have  been  denied  me, 
withaut  a  marked  stigma. 

Q,  Which  of  the  two  applications,  which  you  have 
stated  yourself  to'have  made  through  Mrs.  Clarke,  was 
successful,  the  first  or  the  second,  whether  through  her 
means  or  any  other  ? 

A.\  certainly  have  to  apologize  to  the  committee,  if  I  have 
not  made  myself  understood. 

Q.  What  were  the  two  things  which  you  applied  for  ? 

A.  The  first  circumstance  upon  which  I  wrote  to  her 
was,  or  rather  a  letter  was  written,  -which  I  was  accessary 
to,  it  is  immaterial,  whether  1  wroteit  or  not,  was  relative 
to  the  raising  a  regment.  I  was  given  to  understand  that  she 
had  very  great  influence  in  military  promotions,  and  1  con- 
ceived, therefore,  it  would  be  a  fair  speculation  to  try  whe- 
ther that  influence  did  exist  or  not ;  a  letter  was  according- 
ly written  to  her,  stating,  that  in  case  she  obtained  me  per- 
mission to  raise  a  regiment,  she  should  receive  10001,  She 
wrote  me,  in  reply,  that  his  lloyal  Highness  would  not  hear 
of  it,  or  scouted  the  idea,  or  w»ids  to  that  effect;  and  con- 
sequently from  that  answer,  it  was  my  decided  opinion  lhat 
she  did  not  possess  an  influence  over  his  lloyal  Highness  in 
the  distribution  of  military  promotion. 

Q.  Did  you  in  point  of  fact-obtain  leave  to  raise  that 
regiment; — A.  I  did'  not. 

Q.  Did 
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Did  you  make  a  second  application,  and  what  was 
that  application  for  ? 

A.  The  other  application,  if  it  may  be  so  termed,  was 
not  for  any  promotion,  but  to  know  the  reason  why,  after 
having  been  appointed  a  Brigadier- General,  I  was  reduced 
to  the  situation  pf  Brigadier-Colonel.  \ 

<2;  Have  you  ever  made  any  other  application  to  Mrs. 
Clarke  for  information,  fyr  promotion,  for  exchange,  or 
for  any  other  thing? 

A.  I  cannot  bring  to  my  recollection  that  I  ever 
have  made  any  other  application  to  her  upon  any  one  of 
those  subjects  mentioned,  but  if  any  of  the  Honourable  Gen- 
tlemen here  can  give  me  the  smallest  clue  to  guide  my  recol- 
lection, I  shall  be  extremely  happy  to  give  every  informar. 
lion  in  my,  power. 

Q;  Being  convinced  in  the  firet  instance  by  the  Duke  of 
York's  having,  as  Mrs.  Clarke  informed  you,  scouted- the 
idea  of  your  being  permitted  to  rdijse  a  regiment,  for  which 
you  had  made  an  offer  of  one  thousand  pounds,  and  having 
from  thence  inferred  that  she  had  no  influence,  how  came 
you  to  make  any  second  application  to  her? 

A.  If  I  am  correct,  I  before  stated  that  I  was  satisfied, 
from  Bis.  Royal  Highness's  answer  to  her,  it  such  was  his 
answer,  that  she  did  not  possess  any  influence  over  him  in 
the  point-of  military  promotion  ;  that  His  Royal  Highness 
might  have  permitted  her  to  talk  upon  military  subjects, 
but  that  as  to  military  promotions  she  had  no  influence. 

jQ..  Do  you  know  that 'at  the  time  you  made  application 
through  Wis.  Clarke  for  leave  to  raise  a  regiment,  any 
officer  received  that  permission  which  was  refused  to.  you  ? 

A.  If  my  memory  serves  me  right,  there  were  three  or 
four  young, regiments  raised  »t  that  time  in  Ireland,  but  not 
in  this  country. 

Q.  Were  they  raised  upon  the  same  term  with  regard  try 
the  payment  of  money,  as  the  tender  made  by  you  for  rais- 
ing your  men  ?  • 

A.  They  were  not;  my  proposal  was,  as  far  as  I  can 
recollect,  for  I  had  forgotten  that  till  I  saw  it  in  the  evi- 
dence, my  proposal  was  to  raise  them  from, the  Militia;. the 
regiments  in  Ireland  were  raised  with  a  bounty. 
'  Q.  From  whom  did  yon  receive  the  information  first, 
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that  hi rs.  Clarke  had  influence  with  the  Commander  in 
Chief  reiativtrto  military  promotions,  which  induced'  you  to 
have  the  first  letter  written,  or  to  connive  at  the  writing  of 
the  first  letter  to  Mis.  Clarke,  in  order  to  obtain  that  in- 
fluence in  your  favour? 

'  Ai  My  information  upon  that  head  was^  merely,  report, 
but  the  letter  alluded  to  was  suggested  to  me. 

■Q.  Had  you  ever  any  other  than  a  written  communica- 
tion with  Mrs.  Clarke  upon  the  subject  of  your  own  pro- 
motion ? 

A.  To  the  best  of  my  opinion,  I  had  not;  the  reason 
why- 1  think  so  is,  that  jit  that  time  I  was  stationed  at  a 
distance  from  London. 

Q.  Is  the  Committee  to  understand  you  to  have  said, 
that  if  you  had  applied  to  the  War-office  for  information, 
alter  its  having  been  notified  that  you  were  a  Brigadier- 
General,  and  your  being  put  back  to  the  rank  which  you 
call  Brigadier-Colonel,  you  would  not  have  obtained  that 
information? 

A.  1  do  not  think  that  I  should  ;  nor  should  I  have  made 
the  application,  concaving  that  such  •  application  would 
have  been  improper. 

.Qf'-Why  tten  do  you  suppose  you  could  obtaih  infffrflna- 
tioti  respecting  military  arrangements  from  Mrs.  Clarke, 
which  you  could  not  obtain  from 'the  War-office "?; 

A.  Because  I  see  a  considerable  degree  of  distinction 
between  making  application  for  information  to  a  Lady  of 
the  description  that  she  then  was,  and  making  it  "to  those 
official  persons  who  would  not  have  been  justified  in  giving 
me  ttae^nfoMnatum  that  I  desired. 

Q.  What  MSason  had  you  for  thinking  that  Mrs.  Clarke 
had  information  of  what  was  passing  at  the  War-office  ; 
wliich  information  would  ha-ve  been  refused  to  military  offi-; 
cers  regularly  applying  ? 

A.  Because  I  was  of  opinion  >that  by  her  influence  over 
the  Commander  in  Chief,  which,  she  described  herself  to- 
me to  possess,  she  could  obtain  any  information  of  that 
description. 

Q.  How  is  the  Comjnittee , to  reconcile  tb/it  declaration 
wrtJi- that  which  you  havemade,  that  you.  did ; not  ntfen -be- 
lieve 
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Sieve  her  to  have  any  influence  over  the  Commander  in 
Chief?       '         x  .  - 

A.  If  I  atn  correct,  I  before  said,  that  the  influence  she 
possessed  over  His  .Royal.  Highness  the  Commander  in 
Chief  did  not  go  to  the  distribution  of  military  promotions. 

Q.  Did  it  then  go  to  the  obtaining  information,  of  regu- 
lations in  the  War- office,  which  regulations  were  withheld 
from  public  notice  f 

A.  As  she  always  gave  me  to  understand  she  could  pro- 
cure almost  any  promotion  whatever,  1  conceived  that  the 
only  way  to  obtain  that  which  I  wished  fpr  was  by  appli- 
cation to  her. 

<%.  Did  you  in  point  of  fact  obtain  the  information  you 
sought  for  through  her  means  ? 

A-  I  did  not;  the  information  that  I  received  was,  as 
far  as  I  can  recollect,  that  there  had  been  a  mistake  in  re- 
moving us  from  the  situation  of  Brigadier-Generals  to 
Brigadier-Colonels,  and  that  that  mistake  was  shortly  to 
be  rectified. 

■  Q.  Was  that  or  not  the  information  you  did  wish  to 
obtain  ? , 

A.  it  was  not  the  information  that  I  wished  to  obtain,, 
if  I  am  perfectly  Correct,  because  1  do  not  think  she  stated 
the  reason  why  we  were  removed  from  the  situation  of 
$rigadier-,Geneia(s  to  Brigadier-Cdlonels.  I  hope  the  ho* 
nour^bk?  Committee  will  excuse  any  mistake  I  may  make  in 
this,  for  there  has  a  period  of  several  years  elapsed  since 
this  correspondence,  and  I  may  fall  into  an  error }  it  is  my 
endeavpu.r  to  give  every  information  in  my  power. 

Q.  Look  at  the  letter  in  the  clerk's  hand,  and- read  it.-»- 
\A  letter,,  dated  the  Wth  of  November  1804,  was  slteten 
to  General  Clavering.'}  Ysu  there  express  your  thank* 
to  AJrs.  CUrke  for  her  attempts  to  serve  you,  though  un- 
successful. 

A,  I  am  of  opinion,  that  must  have  alluded  to  her  not 
being  able  to  obtain  me  permission  to  raise  a  regiment.  • 

Q.  You  speak  further  on  the  coming  t«  town  ;  when  you 
and  Mrs.  Clarke  met,  did  any  conversation  arise  as  to  mi-i 
Jitary  promotions,  or  military  matters  ? 

A-  It  is  above  five  yews  since  I  wrote  this  letter,  and  I 

am 
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am  Jure  it  is  impossible  for  any  person  whatever  to  re- 
collect any  conversation  of  so  trivial  a  nature  after  so  long 
a  period. 

Q,.  You  have  positively  stated  in  your  former  examina- 
tion, that  you  never  had  any  conversation  ;  you  havp  re. 
fei  red  the  explanation  which  you  wished  'to  give  to  the 
Committee  to-night,  to  the  difference  between  communica- 
tion and  conversation,  and  that  it  was  conversation  you  un- 
derstood the  question  to  refer  to  ;  do  you  now  adhere  to 
the  answer  of  the  former  night,  that  you  never  had  any 
conversation  with  Mrs.  Clarke' on  the  subject  of  military 
promotions,  or  military  matters  ?  t 

A.  I  do  not  recoHect  having  had  any  conversation  with 
her  upon  the,  subject ;  it  is  possible  that  something  tending 
to  it  in  the  course  of  conversation  might  have  teen  alluded 
to,  but  ut  this  distance  of  time  I  cannot  charge  my  me- 
mory with  it.  -  ' 

Q.  Having  stated,  that  in  the  original  application  to 
Mrs.  Clarke  y<,n  proffered  htr  the  sura  of  one  thousand 
pounds  to  obtain  that  which  \  ou  wished  at  the  time;  did 
you  ever,  on  any  other  occasion,  make  her  an  offer  of 
money,  or  any  valuable  consideration  of  any  kind,  for  the 
purpose  of  obtaining  her  supposed  influence  with  the  Com-' 
mander  in  Chief? — A.  1  am  positive  I  never  did. 

JSir  ri\  Turton — Q.  Did  you  ever,  without  making  any 
pievious  offer,  make  her  any  pecuniary  recoiii pence,- or 
give  her  any  valuable  consideration  for  any  service  she 
might  have  done  you,  or  endea\  oured.to  do  you,  with  the 
Cummander  m  Chit  i  ? 

■A.  I  never  gave  her  any  thing  in  my  life,  unless  it  might 
be  accidentally;  being  in  the  room  when  the  milliner 
brought  Iter  a  shawl,  1  told  the  milliner  she  might  call  upon 
me  iat  the  payment  for  it. 

J- understood  you  to  say,  that  you  consider  Mrs. 
Claiketo  have  very  little,  if  any  influ«nce  with  the  Com- 
mander in  Chief,  on  military  promotions? — A.  Yes. 

Q.  Do  you  found  your  opinion  on  the  refusal  to.  allow 
you  to  raise  a*  regiment,  or  have  you  any  other  reason  for 
that  opinjon  ? 

A..  I  ground  my  opinion  upon  my,  own  case,  and  also 
conversation  with  various  military  officers  upon  the  sub- 
ject ; 
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jeeti  for  though  various  reports  have  gone  forth,  {'o  the 
prejudice  of  His  Royal  Highness,  upon  that  subject,  I  new  r 
heai <1  of  any  one  case  that  could  be  brought  home,  nor  do 
1  believe  there  is  any  such  case.  , 

Sir  John  Sebright— Q.  Did -you  ever  apply  (o  Mis. 
Clarke,  by  letter  or  otherwise,  to  get  yo\i  put  upon  the 
Staff? 

A.  I  was  placed  upon  the  Staff  upon  the  24th  of  Septem- 
ber 1803;  as  the  Gazette  of  that  date  will  shew ;  and  IJis 
Royal  Highness's  fbst  acquaintance  w:th  Mis.  Clarke  did 
not  commence  till  four  months. ulterwards,  in  the  month  of 
January  1804. 

Did  you  not  write" a  letter  to  the  Attorney-General, 
desiring  that  you  might  he  examined  at  the  bar  of  this  Com- 
mittee _upon  this  subject? 

A.  I  slid,  and  1  should  be  extiemely  happy  to  state  the 
reason  why  1  wroU>  that  letter, 

<2,.  Acknowledging,  as  you  have  done,  that  you  have  writ- 
ten letters' to  Mis.  Clarke  upon  the  subject  (if  military  pro- 
motions, and  abo  have  had  conventions  with  her  upon 
that  subject,  state  with  uhat  view  you  wrote  lhat  letter  to 
the  Attorney-General. 

A.  About  a  ils)  o'r  two  after  (lis  irquiry.  commenced,  I 
perceived  in  the  public  papers  that  my  name  had  breu  in- 
troduced, and,  appn  htnsive  that  His  Royal  Highness 
might  suppose  lhat  I  had  been  engaged  in  miiv  improper 
military  tiausactinns,'*I  went  down  to  the  Horse  Guaids, 
to  explain  the  trimsactuni  to  Lieutenant-Colonel  Gordon  ; 
Colonel  Gordon  did  not  see  me,  but  referred  me  to  Mr. 
Lowien.  I  called  upon  Mr.  Lowlen,  and  he  put  vaiious 
questions  to  me  ;  and,  after  my  replying  to  those  questions, 
he  told  me  it  would  be  necessary  tor  me  to  go  down  to  the 
House  to  be  examined.  1  replied  to  him,  that  was  what  I 
should  wish  particularly  to  avoid  :  but  that  if  he  stated  ab- 
solutely it  was  necessary,  I  certainly  would  attend,  but  lhat 
if  was  I  he  farthest  from  my  wi-h.  When  I  did  come  down 
here,  it  was  deemed  right  1  should  wike  a  letter  to  the 
Attorney  General,  and  accordingly  such  letter  was  written, 
and  I  stated' in  it,  that  I  appeared  heie'at  Mr.  Lowten's 
desire,  after  reading  that  lettei  to  Mr  Low  ten,  and  two 
other  Gentlemen  who  were  present,  it  was  observed  by  one 

of 
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of  tl)etn  that  Mr.  Lowten's  name  should  not  appear,  hi 
consequence  of.  his,  being  agent  for  his  Royal  Highness, 
consequently  Mr.  Lowten's  name  was  expunged  and 
therefore  it  appeared  I  was  a  voluntary  witness  upon  this 
occasion,  whereas  I  was  not  so,  but-came.forward  at  Mr. 
Lowteii's  desire. 

Q.  Why,  after  the  evidence  you  have  given  here  be- 
fore the  Committee,  did  you  write  to  the  Attorney-Ge- 
nera!, with  a  view  of  shewing  you  knew  nothing  at  all 
about  these  transactions  ?  ■  ' 

A.  The  honourable  Member  who  puts  that  question  is 
Under  a  mistake,  I  never  wrote  such  a  letter* 

.  Q.  With  what  view  did  you  write,  the  letter  to  the 
Attorney-General ;  and  why,  after  having  written  that, 
letter  to  the  Attorney-General,  offering  to  do  away  the 
evidence  of  Mrs.  Clarke,  do  you  come  to  give  the  evi- 
dence which  you  have  given  at  the  Bar  of  this  Com- 
rnittee? — A.  I  am  very  bony  to  say  I  do  not  . compre- 
hend the  question. 

Q.  With  what  view  did  you  write  that  4etter  to  the 
Attorney-General  ? 

A-  Mr.  Lowten  flated  to. me,  that  he  conceived  ray 
evidence  would  be  of  considerable  consequence  in  this 
House ;  and  therefore,  as  it  was  absolutely  necessary 
that  1  should  be  introduced  to  this  House,  a  letter  was 
writtett  to  the  Attorney-General,  as  the  best  mode  of 
bringing  me  forward. 

Q.  Did  yott  inform  Mr.  Lowten.  of  all  your  transac- 
tions with  Mrs.  Clarke,  at  the  time  Mr,  Lowten  gave 
you  that  advice  ? — A.  I  did  not,  of  all  of  them. 
.  Mr:  JViiitlixead.  Q.  It  stands  upon  the  Minutes  of 
the  Evidence,  that  "  Brigadier- General  Claverihg  hav- 
"  ing  stated  to  a  member  of  the  House  that  he  was  de- 
"  sirous  of  being  examined,  Brigadier-General  Claver- 
"  ing  was  called  ins  and  examined  by  the  Committee  as 
"  follows  :.  Have  you  sent  a  letter  to  me  (namely  the 
'J' Attorney-General)  this  evening?  I  did  so.  Desir- 
"  ing  that  you  might  be  examined?  I  did  so."  I  un- 
derstand that  you  presented  yourself  as  a  voluntary 
witness ;  you  state  now,  that  yon  were  ■vinwiliiug  to  be 
examined,  but  were  desired  by  Mr.'  Lowten  to  be  ex- 
amined; do  you  mean  to  state  that  you  were  a  voluntary 
ok  an  involuntary  witness  at  this  Bar  ? 
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A.  I  have  no  objection  to  state,  that  it  was  the  last 
■wish  of  my  heart  to  be  examined  at  this  Bar.  Mr.  Low- 
ten  stated,  it  was  extremely  desirable  that  I  should  be 
examined,  and  therefore  i  aceeded  ;  and  I  apprehended 
the  distinction  between  a  voluntary  and  an  involuntary 
■witness  to  consist  in  this,  that  1  was  not  summoned  to 
attend  at  the  Bar. 

Q.  Did  Mr.  Lowten  represent  to  you  what  his  reason 
was  for  wishing  you  to  put  yourself  forward,  inftead  of 
a  summons  being  issued  to  you  in  the  usual  way  ? 
.  A.  He  did  not  state  any  thing  upon  that  subject. 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  Q.  For  what  pur- 
pose did  you  go  down  to  the  Horse-Guards,  and  after- 
wards go  to  Mr.  Lowten  ? 

A-  I  was  anxious  to  remove  from  the  mind  of  Lieu- 
tenant-Colonel Gordon  any  idea  that  1  had  btfen  con- 
cerned in  any  traffic  in  Commissions,  as  appeared  in  the 
newspapers.  Colonel  Gordon  refused  to  see  me,  and  re- 
ferred me  to  Mr.  Lowten. 

Q.  Were  you  desirous  to  do  away  that  impression 
from  the  mind  of  Colonel  Gordon  at  the  time  you  re- 
collected that  you  had  offered  that  one  thousand  pounds 
for  a  commission  ?  " 

A.  I  was  desirous  of  removing  from  his  mind  any  un- 
favourable impression  that  might  have  occurred  from  read- 
ing the  reports  of  what  had  passed  in  this  Committee. 

Q.  Were  you  desirous  of  doing  so,  by  stating  the  true 
state  of  the  facts  to  Col.  Gordon,  or  concealing  it  ? 

A.  It  was  my  intention  to  have  stated  the  tact  which 
was  alluded  to  hi  the  preceding  evening,  in  which  my 
name  was  brought  forward,  and  that  was  relating  to 
Lieutenaut  Sumner.^ 

Q.  Was  it  for  the  purpose  of  contradicting  that  fact, 
that  you  went  to  Colond  Gordon  ? 

A.  It  was  for  the  purpose  of  explaining  the  mode  in 
which  my^  nariie  came  to  be  introduced  by  Mrs.  Clarke, 
in  the  transaction  in  which  Lieutenant  Sumner's  name 
was  brought  forward. 

Mr.-Whitbread.    Q.  Did  you  mention  to  Mr.  Low- 
ten  this  transaction,  of  the  offer  of  the  one  thousand 
pounds  to  Mrs.  Clarke  ? 
A.  I  believe  I  did  not ;  but  I  should  have  had  no  scru- 
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pie  in  doing  it,  for  I  had  mentioned  it  to  a  thousand 
persons  before.  i 

Q.  Are  you  sure  yon  did  not  mention  it  to  Mr.  Low- 
ten  ?— A-  I.  think  I  did  not- 

Q.  Were  you  appointed  a  brigadier  general  in  a  dis- 
trict, after  having  been  inspecting  field  officer  of  a  dis- 
trict ? 

A.  I  was  continued  in  the  district  to  which  I  was  ori- 
ginally appointed. 

Q.  Had  you  the  rank  of  brigadier  general,  after  hav- 
ing been  colonel  or  lieutenant  colonel  inspecting  field 
officer  ? 

A-  I  was  promoted  in  common  with  all  the  officers  <if . 
the  same  rank  as  myself  at  the  same  time. 

Q.  Did  you  apply  to  Mrs.  Clarke  upon  the  subject  of 
that  promotion,  directly  or  indirectly,  by  letter  or  in  con- 
versation ? 

A*  I  am  quite  certain  that  I  did  not  apply  to  her  upon 
it ;  and  I  am  the  more  certain,  because  I  recollect  that 
the  first  information  1  received  of  any  of  the  brigadier 
generals  being  to  be  appointed,  was  about  a  month  before 
it  became  public,  and  that  was  from  her. 

Q.  Was.  that  info,!' m.ation  communicated  to  you  pri- 
vately as  a  secret  £ 

A.  It  was  communicated  by  letter,  but  no  secrecy  en- 
joined, to  the  best  of  my  opinion.' 

[The  Witness  was  directed  to  withdraw* 

:  Mr.  Williams  Wynne  observed,  that  it  was  in 
the  recollection  of  the  House  how 'anxious  he  felt  to* 
give  t-he  honourable  General  an  oppoi tunity  of  the 
fullest  explanation.  He  had  to  regret  that  no  suck 
object  had  been  pursued,  but  tha*  the  witness  de- 
graded his  character  by  gross  prevaricating .  There- 
tore,  although  a  painful  duty,  he  would  not~shrink 
from  it,  bat  conclude  with  moving,  that  General 
'  Clavering  had  been  guilty  of  gross  prevaiicatjon. 

Geneial  Matjiew  tiustsd  his  honourable  friend 
would  not  prematurely  press  a.  motion,  which  v»ent 
Y  2  to. 
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to  affect  the  honour  and  feelings  of  a  gallant  and 
deserving  officer.  For  the  last  ei^ht  years  he  had 
not  the  honour  of  a  frequent  inteicou'rse  with  Getie.- 
Tai  Clavering,  but  from  what  he  did  know  of  him, 
he  was  convinced  there  never  was  a  inan  who  wortlcl 
more  studiously,  avoid  any  conduct  which  an  ho- 
nourable mind  would  disapprove.— He  had  listened 
attentively  that  night  to  his  examination,  and  he 
couid  by  no  means  prepare  his  mind  to  say,  that  in 
his  testimony  there  was  any  prevarication. 

Mr.  Wim  bread,  although  alive  to  the  feelings 
of  friendship/by  which  his  honourable  friend  *  wa^ 
actuated,  still  could  not  it)  regard  to  the  dignity  of 
that  House,  sacrifice  the  paramount  demands  of  jus- 
tice. 

Sir  M.W.Ridley  called  upon  Mr.Wynne  to  point 
out  the  particular  pasts  where  General  Clavering 
prevaricated,  before  he  pressed  such  a  serious  mo- 
tion. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  was  not 
z.ealous  to  cover  General  Clavering;  but  he  did  not 
believe,  thai  although  between  his  letters  and  his 
veibal  testimony  these  existed;  contradictions',  till  it 
could  be  proved,  that  he  had  prevaricated. 

Mr.  Wynne  perspicuously  contrasted  the  various 
parts  of  General  Clavering's  testimony,  in  order  tc« 
justify  his  motion  ;  and  concluded  with  admonishing 
the  Committee,  that  the  country  would  put  an  injuri- 
ous construction  upon  that  system  which  would  vent 
on,  the  same  misconduct,  irr  humble  life,  that  se- 
verer measure  of  punishment,  than  the  infliction  of 
which  on  the  higher  rank  of  delinquents  it  would 
impose. 

Mr.  Calveut  was  anxious  to  have  the  evidence 
read,  before  the  Committee  were  called  upon  tq  de- 
cide.      .  • 

Mr.  Buand  considered  some  of  the  answers  of  the' 
*  General  Ma'thew. 

witness 
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witness  worse  than  prevaiication.  Tliey  were  stu* 
diously  equivocatory,  with  no  other  object  than  to 
deceive. 

Mr.  Yorke  spoke  of  a  future  day  of  reckoning,, 
when  persons  to  whom  he  applied  such  strong  epi- 
thets would  be  biougbt  to  a  strict  examination.  Un- 
til that  period',  he  conceived,  the  decision  of,  the  pre- 
sent cihe  ought  to  be  suspended. 

Sir  John  Sebright  would  not  attach  to  the  tes- 
timony of  the  last  witness  gioss  prevarication,,  but  if' 
sucii  inconsistency  and  contradictions  were  suffered; 
by  that  House,  there  was  at. once  an  end  to  its  dig- 
nity and  character. 

Sir  Thomas  Turton  recommended  to  the  House- 
to  look  at  their  minutes,  and  they  would  there  see 
an  example  for  their  proceedings*  They  were  nob 
to  consider  whether  the  person  was  high  or  low. 
They  were  to  drive  far  from  them  so  ten ible-a  doc*- 
trine.  The  "witness  had  come  forward-  uncalled  for,, 
but  he  had  come  at  his  own  perii,-aud  if  he  had  said, 
any  thing  impioper  tiiey  were  caliecLouto  take  cog- 
nizance of  his  behaviour. 

Mr.  VVi/LBERfoucE  said;  if  called  on:at  the  pre*- 
sent  jno'ment,  from,  his  own  impression  of  the  case  to- 
determine  one  way  or  the  other,  he  must  give  it' 
against  the  witness-..  When  he  recollected,  however,, 
thht  the  witness  came  forward  of  his  own  accord  to 
correct  his  statement,,  lie  felt  disinclined  to  jj.idge"  of 
his  conduct  too  rasinly,  or  to  say  what  ought  to  be- 
done,  till  both  parts  of  the  testimony  had  been  read,, 
or  tili  an  oppoi  tunity  had  been  afforded  the  House 
cjf  consi'lei  ing  the  whole  in  one  connected  view.  Ha 
should  therefore  be  better  pleased,  as  he  considered* 
it' a  case  of  importance,  that  the  question  be  post- 
poned for  a  day  or  two.    To.  do  justice,. he  thought' 
it  essential  cither  that  the  evidence  be  now  read  in, 
full  or  that  the  question,  be  postponed  for  two  or>- 
thtee  days. 

Y.  3.  Mi\. 
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Mr.  C.  W.  Wynne  declared  that. the  moment  he 
understood  any  honourable  Member  to  wish  farther 
lime  to  decide  on  any  question,  in  which  the  import 
ef  evidence' was  concerned,  he  could  have  no  incli- 
nation but  one;  and  that  was  to  postpone  the  dis- 
cussion. He  had  felt  it  a  most  irksome  duty  to 
agitate  the  question.  He  should  with  pleasure  con- 
cur in  the  withdrawing  of  it  at  present;  and  should 
give  notice  of  a  motion  on  the  subject  when  the 
charges  should  come  under  the  consideration  of  the 
House. 

_  Mr.  Wilberfoece  hoped  the  honourable  Mem- 
ber had  not  withdrawn  his  motion,  but  that  he  had 
only  postponed  it. 

"Mr.  Wynne  said  he  had  no  wish  to  abandon  the 
motion.  He  only,  in  compliance-with  the  wish  of 
the  honourable  Member,  wished  to  postpone  it. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  doubted, 
whethes  the  contradiction  in  the  evidence  alluded 
to  might  not  proceed  from  misapprehension. 

-  Mr.  Wynne  said,  if  there  had  been  any  thing 
like  misapprehension  in  the  business  he  should  have 
been  lire  last  to  notice  it. 

The  Chairman  said,  he  bad  received  a  letter 
from  M^jor  Ximenes,  expressing  a  wish  to  be  call- 
ed to  the  bar  in  vindication  of  his  character,  in 
consequence  of  what  had  been  stated  on  a  former 
night. 

-  Mr.  Huskisson  stfid,  it  had  been  stated  that  he 
was  to  have  purchased  a  majoiity  for  seven  hundred 
guineas. 

Sir  T.  Tuji-ton  expressed  a  wish  that  the  appli- 
cation, and  its  purport,  should  be  entered  on  the 
minutes. 

Mr.  Huskisson  said  the  geotieman  was  actually 
in  waiting.  . 
The  House.,  however^  was  against  calling  him  in. 

CHARLES 
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CHARLES  GREENWOOD,  Esq.  was  called  in, 
and  examined  by  the  Committee,  as  follows: 

Mr*  Abercrombie.  Q.  Is  there  any  part  of  your  evi- 
dence, respecting  the  appointment  of  Mr.  Elderton, 
which  you  now  wish  to  correct  ?— - A.  Yes. 

Q.  State  what  that  part  of  your  evidence  is. 

A.  {there  mentioned  some  unfavourable  reports  whjch 
I  had  heard  of  him,  as  having  heard  of  them  before  the 
appointment  took  place;  it  now  appears,  upon  referring; 
to  the  transactions  of  that  period,  that  these  reports 
were  not  received  till  after  the  appointment  had  taken 
place. 

Q.  Is  there  any  other  part  of  your  evidence  on  that 
subject  which  you  wish  to  correct? — A.  No. 

[The  Witness  was  directed  to  withdraw. 

r  Colonel  GORDON  was  called  in,  and  examined 
by  the  Committee,  as  follows: 

Mr.  Hmkisson.  Q.  Do  you  recollect  the  date  of  Co- 
lonel Clintons  leaving  the  office  of  Public  Secretary  to 
His  Royal  Highness  the  Commander  in  Chief,  and  of 
your  succeeding  to  him. 

A.  It  was  on  the  26th  of  -July,  1604. 

Q.  On  the  26th  of  July,  had  the  name  of  Captain 
Tonyn  been  sent  in  to  His  Majesty  for  promotion  to  a 
majority  ? — A.  No,  it  had  not. 

'  Q.  Then,  if  any  person  could  state  at  that  time'  that 
Captain  Tonyn  would  appear  in  the  Gazette  of  the  fol- 
lowing Saturday,  that  person  must  have  been  either  en- 
tirely ignorant  of* the  course  of  office,  or  must  have  in- 
tended to  deceive  the  person  to  whom  such  informatipn 
was  given  i—-A.  I  should  suppose  so. 

Q.  In  point  of  fact,  would  it  have  been  possible  ,in 
the  course  of  office,  between  the  Thursday  and  the  Sa- 
turday, to  have  received  His  Majesty's  pleasure  respect- 
ing that  promotion  ? 

*  A.  It  would  certainly  have  been  possible  to  have  re& 
ceived' His  Majes.ty'6  pleasure  on  the  Thursday,  or  the 
Friday,,  supposing  the  thiug  to  have  been  so  settled. 

Q.  In 
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Q.  In  the  usual  course  of  office  could  that  have  taken 
place  ? 

A.  'Tuppo^ing  the  thing  to  have  been  settled,  it  might 
certai.ily  have  bepo  so.- 

Q.  Ou  what  day  was  Captain  Tonyn's  name  sent  into 
the  King  for  promotion? 

A.  I  have  not  gottbedocmnents  with  me,.but  I,  think-, 
upon  recollection,  it  was  the  gth  of1  August. 

Q.  Then  in;  <iid  not  appear  hi  the  Gazette  either  the 
Sunday,  or  of  the  Satin  day  following? 

A.  No,  I  thiuk.noi,  but  I  have  not  got  the  documents 
at  hand. 

[The  following1  entry  was  read  from  the  Gazette 
of  the  IStli  August  180*,  page  yyyf 

"  3.1st  Regiment  of  Foot,  Captain  Alexander  Leith5. 
■  "  to  be  Major. — Captain  Gtorge  Augustus  TouyD, 
"from  the  48th  Foot,  to.be  Major..'1]  - 

Q..  You  will  observe  that  Majov  Leith's  co-nmisidon  is- 
olated the  1st  of  August,  and  Ganro'n  Toc/n's  tHe  2d'; 
can  you  state-  the  reason  of  Major  Leith's  being  dated"' 
the  day  preceding  ?  *•  ' 

A.  They  were  both  vomoted  at  the- same  time,  and 
Major  Lei'ii,  bad  been  the  <fldest  ru-ptain. 

Q»  You  nave-  stated,  that  the  King's  approbation'  to- 
Major  Tony;,  s  promotion  was  ootatr.ed  on  thtg-thof 
August,  he  app  iii  the  Gazette  of  the  18tu;  in  case- 
the  Cornaiaudf  !  in  Chief  had  t!iou',;it  it  ngf  t  on  the 
l^th  of  AugW't'tpstoD  the  publication  of  Major  Tonya's 
promotion  in  the  Gazette  ot  K-inuday  the  18th,  he  could 
have  done  it? — A.  Yes,  h<*  might. 

Q.  Is  there  any  i«sU«.  (•'•.,  in  point  ef  fact,  of  the  Conr-- 
roander  in  Chief  dirt  ethi^  t;:t  p-.-b'icotioii  of  promotions 
in  the  Gazette  to  be  stepped,  after  they  have  received- 
the  approbation  of  His  Ma.jet.tv  ?- 

A%  Yes,  veryjreqnei^tty  casualties  happen  "between  the 
periods  of  gazetting,  and  ihe  periods  of  submitting  thein ' 
to  the  King;  consequently  such  appointments  are'nof 
gazetted,, '  >  - 

Q,  Theft 
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Q.  Then  if  the  Commander  in  Chief  had  sent  an  or- 
der on  the  l6th,  to'you  or  to  the  proper  department,  to 
stop  the  publication  of  Major  Tonyn's  promotion,  it 
would  not  have  appeared'  in  the  Gazette  of  the  18tb? 

A.  If  the  Commander  in  Chief  had  sent  such  an  order, 
it  probably  would  have  been  suspended. 

Q.  In  poi  nt  of  fact,  do  you  know  whether  any  such 
order  was  sent? 

A.  I  think  it  was  impossible,  I  should  have  had  some 
recollection  of  it,  and  I  cannot  find  any  trace  of  such  a 
thing, 

Q.  And  it  was  not  suspended  ? 

A.  It  was  not,  it  was  gazetted  among  other  promo- 
tions. , 

Q.  Do  you  know  where  the  Commander  in  Chief  was 
on  Thursday  the  16th  of  August  1804?_ 

A.  I  cannot  take  upon  myself  to  say  positively  where 
he  was,  but  the  j6th  of  August  is  his  birth-day,  and  he 
commonly  passes  it  at  Oatlands. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  he  was  at  the  Horse-Guards 
on  the  following  day,  the  17th  of  August  ? 

A-  I  cannot  take  upon  myself  to  say,  but  it  is  a  point 
very  easily  ascertained  by  reference  to  the  dates;  I  have 
not  the  papers  at  hand  to  answer  so  precisely  as  that.  . 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  the  Commander  in  Chief  apply*, 
ing  to  .you,  either  verbally  or  in,  writing,  between  the! 6th 
and  the  18th  of  August,  to  ask  vou  whether  he  was  in 
time  to  stop  the  publication  of  Major  Tonyn's  promo- 
tion ? 

A~  ,No;  I  Have  no  such  recollection. 

Q.  Can  you  inform  the  Committee,  whether  any  officer 
of  the  name  of  Aslett  is  to  be  found  in  the  Army  List 
for  that  time  ?     .  ( 

A.  I  have  caused  reference  to  be,  made  to  the  Army 
List,  and  no  such  person's  name  could  be  found  in  the: 
list  of  tjie  army. 

Q.  Was  there  any  Tnajor  of  the  name  of  Bligh*  pro- 
moted about  that  time  ? 

*i,  'I  have  caused  a  similar  reference  to  be  taade  to> 
the  Army  List,  and  I  can  find  no  such  person. 

Q,.  Pajyou  know  whether  an  officer  of  the  name  at 

BHgb. 
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Bligh  was  removed  about  that  tune  from  the  half-pay  of 
the  54th  Foot,',fo  he  Lieutenant-Colonel  of  the  l'4th  ? 

A.  ,On  inquiry,  the'ouly  officer  of  the  name  of  Bligh 
who  was  removed  about  that  time,  was  the  Honourable 
Colonel  Bligh,  who  was  removed  from  the  half-pay  to  a 
regiment  of  foot. 

;  Q.  What  was  his  standing  as  Lieutenant-Colonel  in 
the  iirmy  ? 

A.  1  really  <Jo  not  know,  but  a  reference  to  the  Army 
List  will  point  it  out  at  once. 

Q.  Then,  in  point  of  fact,  there  was  no  major  of  the 
name  of  Aslett,  and  no  major  of  the  name  of  .Bligh, 
promoted  or  removed  about  that  period  ? 

A.  None  that  I  know  of. 

Q.  l)o  you  know  of  any  officer  of  the  name  of  Bacon, 
in  the  army  ? 

A.  There  is  a  Captain  Bacon,  in  the  army,  bat  I  have 
no  knowledge  of  him  whatever. 

Q.  Did  he  apply  for  promotion  about  the  period  of 
July,  August,  or  September  1804? 

A.  Not  that  I  know  of. 

Q.  Do  you  know  any  thing  of  an  officer  of  the  name 
of  Spedding  ? 

//.  I  find  upon  inquiry  there  was  a  Captain  Spedding 
in  the  48th  regiment  at  that  period. 

Q.  Are  there  any  documents  in  your  office,  respecting 
this  officer's  applications  for  promotion?  . 

A.  I  think  I  have  the  documents  here.  It  appears  he 
applied  f&r  promotion,  and  was  refused;  and  he  then 
applied  to  g»  upon  the  half-pay,  which  was  granted,  and 
he  is  now,  L  think,  upon  the  half-pay. 

[Colonel  Gordon  delivered  in  the  papers.} 

In  August  1804,  Capt.  Spedding  of  the  48  Reg  applied  for 
".promotion  (No.  1],  and  as  lie  wa->  known  to  Sir  Aimed  Clarke,  an 
"  application, was,  made  to  the  Utter  for  the  character  of  Capt.  S.  by 
"  whose  answer  (No^i.'.),  it  appears  that  Sir  A.  C.  does  not  lecoliect 
"  sach  an  officer.  ' 

"  hi  Nov.  1 804  Capt.  Spedding  applied  to  be  placed  upon  half-pay 
"  (No.  4),  nu  account  of  a  large  family,  and  au  mtncuc-y  which  had 
"  recently  occurred  in  his  private  aifairs.'" 

«'  Capt  Spedding  was  accordingly  placed  on  kalf-pay^Z  Nov.  1^04  " 

No.  I* 


(   251  ) 


No  I.  54 
The  MemoriaLof  Capt.  John  Spedding,  48th  Reg. 


28th  August  1804. 
2Vo<  io  be  noted  until  a  fair  report  shalt.be  received  from  the  Begt. 
"  To  His  Royal  Highness  Fiel.l  Marshall  the  'Buke  of  York, 

"  Commander  in  Chief. 
"  The  Memorial  of  John  Spedd.ng,  -Captain  in  the  48th  Regi. 
"  ment  of  Foot ; 

"  Humbly  Sh'eweth, 
"-■That  your  Memorialist  is  a  Captain  of  1 798. „Has  served  the 
"  giealest  pari  of  his  military  life'in  the  W ebl  uidies,  and  was 
"  lievei  absent  during  the  whole  period  from  duty. 
'"  Your  memorialist  nrost  humbly  prays  that  youi  Royal-Highness 
"  may  be  graciously  pleased  to  grant  him  promotion. 

"  And  your  Royal  Highness's  memorialist, 
August  28th  1804."  "  as  in  duty  bound,,  will  ever  pray.'' 

(Indorsed.) 

"  Enquire  of  Sir  Alured  Clarke  of  the  character  of  this  officer,  to 
whom  it  is  undeistood  he  is  Known." 

No.  II.  62. 

General  Sir  A.  Clarke,  7th  Nov.  1804. 

Put  by. 

"  Kir,  "  Rhual,  near  Chester,  Nov.  7th  1804:" 

"  Your  letter  of  the  29th  ultimo  directed  to  my  house  in  town 
"  was  forwarded  to  this  place;  hut  having  been  absent  for  a 
"  few  days,  1  did  hot  leccive  it  till  yesteiday,  which  will,  I 
"  hope,  sufficiently  account  for  my  not  returning  an  earlier 
"  reply  to  his  Royal  Highness's  Commands.-— 1  cannot  at 
"  present  call  to  my  recollection  having  had  any  personal  ac- 
5'  quaintance  with  Captain  John  Speddmg  of  she  48ih  regi- 
**  ment,, and  consequently  cannot  give  the  Commander  in 
"  Chief  the  information  he  requires;  or  offer"  any  opinion  as 
"  to  that  officer's  merit.  I  have  been  so  many  yeais  em- 
"  ployed  abroad  on  the  public  service,  and  in  such  various 
"  parts  of  the  world,  that  it  is  not  impossible  but  Captain 
*•  Spedcling  may  have  served  under  my  orders  ;  and  I  should 
be  extremely  sorry  if  my  immediate  want  of  recollection  of 
it  should  operate  to  his  disadvantage ;  if,  therefore,  he 
"  should  be  able  to  refresh  my  memory  respecting  him,  by 
<(  any  communication  he  may  think  fit  to  make,  1  shall  have 
great  pleasure  in  doing  him  justice,  and  obeying  his  Royal 
**  Highness's  commands. 

"  I  am,  Sir,  with  great  respect,  and  regard, 

"  Your  mostobedient"num'ble  servant, 

"  ALURED  CLARKE." 
"•-Lieutenant-Colonel  J.  W.Gordon. 
w  Secretary  te  H.  Ji.  H.  the  Commander  in  Chief,  &c,  &c. 

No.  HI,- 
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No.  nr. 

48  Foot.    Mem.   23' Nov.  1804. 
Agreed  to.  Return  this  tp  J.  M. 

"  Sir,  »  Strand,  14  Nov.  1804." 

l  am  directed  by  General  Tonyn  to  transmit  you  the  enclosed 
"  memorial,  which  the  General  begs  leave  to  recommend  ,tc 
"  the  notice  <  of .  his  Royal  Highness  the 'Commander  in 
"  Cluef.  '  ' 

"  1  HdVe  the  honeur  to  be,  Sir, 
-   "  Your  most  obedient  humble  servant, 
"  Heut.  Col.  Gordon,  &c.  Wm.  GILPIN. 

t  (Indorsed.) 
"  Acqt'Mr.  Gilpin,  io,r  Gen.  Tonyn's  informatipn,  that 
"  H.  R.  H.  approves  of  Capt.  Spedding  rearing  to  half  pay, 
"  and  will  recomihend  an  officer  from  that  Est.  to  siieceed 
"  him." 

"  To  Field  Marshal  Ins  Royal  Highness  the  Duke  of  York, 
"  and  Albany,  Commander  in  Chief  of  his  Majesty's 
"  forces,  4c.  &-c  &c. 

"  The  memorial  of  Captain  John  Spedding  of  the  48th  Re- 
s  "  giment  of  Foot ; 

"  Humbly  sheweth, 

That  yolir  Royal  Highness's  Memorialist,  on  account  of  a  large 
"  family,  and  an  intricacy  which  has  recently  occurred  iil  jiis 
" ,  piivate  affairs,  is  desirous  of  retiring  from  the  service  upon 
"  half-pay. 

That  he.  lias  been  ten  years  in  the  army,  three  of  -which  he  has 
"  been  in  the  West  Indies. 

That  in  the  year  1799  he  ebtained  leave  of  absence  from  the 
"  1  lib.  West  India  regiment,  wjierein  he  then  served  as  Cap- 
"  tain,  atid  afterwards  on  the  17th  October  1799  exchanged 
"  to  half  pay  with  an  officer  of  the  2d  regt.  of  the  Irish  Bii- 
"  gade,  and  did  not  upon  that  exchange  receive  any  dif- 
"  ference-v 

Thae-  he  was  removed  from  the  half  pay  in  July  1503,'  not  at 
"  his  own  request. 

Your  Menaonalist  therefore  humbly  hopes  that  your  ,  Royal 
"  Highness  vill  be  pleased  to  permit  him  to  retile  upon  haif- 
"  pay:  and  your  Memorialist  as  in  duty  bou  id'  will' ever 
piay. 

10th  November  1304." 

48  Foot.    Cap-tain  Hon.  Geo.  Blaquiere.  , 

Mem.  23  Nov.  1804,    C.  L. 

Capt.  Blaquiere  from  half  pay  of  Hompesch  Drag,  to  be  placed 
"  on  full  pay  in  any  regiment  of  infantry." 
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Hie  Csmmandcrin  Chief  has. approved  of  Captain  SpcddUg  ■of  the'' 
"  48M  regiment  being  placed  on  half-pay: 

'*  Captain  Biaquiere  may  ie  app.  to  the  co," 

Q.  Do  you  know  what  steps  were  taken  when  Captain 
Speeding  applied  for  promotion  ? 

A.  A  reference  was  made  to  Sir  Atured  Clarke>  ana 
it  appeared  that  Sir  Alured  Clarke  had  very  little  or  no 
knowledge  of  him.    Sir  Alured  Clarke's  letter  is  here* 

Q.  Was  there  any  expectation  or  encouragement  held 
out  to  Captain  Spedding,  that  he  would  receivfc  promo- 
tion in  answer  to  his  application  ? 

A.  No,  I  think  not.  I  find  by  a  meiHorahdtira  rflad'e 
upon  the  letter,  that  he  was  not  to 'be  footed  nnttl'a  fa- 
vourable report  should  be  received;  in  short,  no  notice- 
was  taken  of  his  application  ;  his  memorial  is  dated- the 
23th  of  August  V8G4. 

Q.  Is  the  Committee  to  understand,  that  no  notice 
was  taken  of  his  application,  and  no  encouragemimt 
given  to  him  between  that  application  and  the  time  Mi 
went  upon  half-pay,  so  far  a<$  the  document*  ipfbfnv 
you  i-rr-A.  None,  that  I  know  of. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  the  Commander  in  Chief 
stopped  all  promotion  in  the  48th  regiment  ? 

A.  'I  have  no  recollection  of  it. 

Q.  Does  it  appear  by  any  document  in  the  Office,  that 
any  reason  was  assigned  to  Captain  Spedding  of  that  na- 
ture, as  the  reason  for  not  giving  him  his  promotion,? 

A.  I  think  not,  I  cannot  tind  any.  such  reason. 

Q.  If  promotion  hud  been  stopped  in  the  48th  regi- 
ment, is  it  not  likely  you  must  have  recollexrted  it  ? 

A.  Yes,  I  think  so,  'some  letter  would  hav^  bfeen 
written  upon  -the  subject,  some  correspondence  must 
have  passed. 

Q,  Then  yon  do  not  believe  that  there  was  any  order 
given  to  stop  promotion  in  the  48th  regiment? 

A.  I  have  already  said  I  have  no  recollection  of  any 
such  transaction. 

Q.  Have  you  any  documents  in  your  possession  that 
will  shew  in  what  manner  Major  Taylor  obtained  his  pro- 
motion to  a  lieutenant-colonelcy  ? — A.  Ycsj  I  have. 

No.  XXIII.  V.  2.  Z  Q.  I>ii 
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Qf.  Did  lie  o^aJfl  it',by  pui chase  ' 

At  ,JJo,Jie  ougbt  n#t  to  have  obtained  It  bv  purchase, 
he' was  lecommentted  b\  the  colonel  of  anew  k\y,  Lo  d 
MStfew, 

9  '  tyb,at  Wag  t^ord  Mathew's  levy,  anlirsb  levy  > 
Ldrd  M^tbew 'ra|sed  the  QQth  regiment,  and  by 
bis  letter  of  set  vice  y  as  to  lecommend  the  officers,  his 
.fetter  of  serwee  I  have  now  in  jny  hand,  and  Majoi  T.vj- 
fy>  x$  «U  the  head  of  it 

,Q,  ,1nhen  tW  Commander  in  Chief  could  not  do  othei- 
VtiSfii  under  the  conditions  of  that  levy,  than  accept  the 
reOom-mendatJoa  of  Majoi  Tayloi  to  be  a  lieutenant- 
eolonei,  if  he  had  seived  the  time  pi  escribed  by  the  le- 
gufajf^n^  of  the  armv,  to  be  qualified  to  hold  thatiank  > 

A  I  rannot  say  tbjt  the  Commander  in  Chief  could 
not  do  otherwise,  but  it «  as  a  transaction  peifectly  regu- 
lar, and  in  the  due  course  of  business. 

In  point  of  fact,  was  Lord  Mathew,  as  the  officer 
who  bad  undei  taken  to  i<use  the  new  levy,  to  recommend 
af,heutenaut-colonel ? — A  Certainly 

Q  Tbeixis  the  Committee  to  undeistand  that  Major 
Taylor  obtained  his  promotion  in  consequence  of  this 
levy  > 

A-  Certainly,  I  know  of  no  othei  cause  whatever. 
[jColpnel  Gordon  deliveied  in  the  papers  ] 

Major  Taylor,  25th  Toot     1st  October  1804 

"  To  Field  Marshal  his  Royal  Highness  the  Duke  of  Yorls, 
"  Commander  m  Chief,  &c  &c 

"  The  Memonal  of  Majoi  John  Taylor  of  his  Majesty's  25  th 
"  jegiment  of  Foot 

«  Sheweth, 

"  That  yovu  Memorialist  served  during  the  rebellion  of  1798  in 
"  Ii  eland,  as  Bugade  Major  and  Aid  de  Camp  to  Major 
K  Geneial  Tiench,  in  which  situatioivhe  remained  until  the 
"  month  of  August  1799,  When  Majoi  Geneial  Hutcliiui 
"  son,  having  been  appointed  to  the  stafl  of  the  army 
"  about  to  embaik  foi  Holland,  was  pleased  tajionifnate 
"  Memonalist  as  his  Aid  de  Camp,  in  which  station  he 
"  seiVed  the  campaign  of  that  year  ,  That  Memouahst  m 
"_1800  accompanied  the  expedition  under  Lieutenant  Ge- 
neral  Su  Ralph  ibcirrombie  to  the  Meditenanean,  and 
"  landed  with  the  army  in  Egypt,  Memorialist  served  the 

"  former 
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n  fonnei  pajt  of  that  campaign  as  4id  de  Camp  to  Lord 
"  Hutchinson,  who  was  pledged  to  nominttte  hum  tp-  the  si- 
"  tuation  of  deputy  Adjutant  fSeneiil,'  topon  CoioneS  AbV/r- 
"  c  ombie's  succeeding  Bugadicr  Gsneial'KoBe  as  Adjutant 
"  Genci  il,  the  lattci  having  be*n'a>ppomt«d'  to  theioorat 
"  mand  ot  a  bugade  That  m  ISol  joui  Jloval  J$ijjh|iep,a 
"  'wag  gi^cionsly  pleiied  to  obtain  fiom  ms  Miajjjsty  the 
"  rnkofMapi,  for  Memoiial  st,  and  lately  to  appoint  pita 
,     "  to  #  Majority  in  the  25th  1  egihient  of  fool     -  ^ 

«*  MemoiiaUst  therefore  relying  on  yom  Royal  Higftness's  goodj 
"  ness,  presumes  to  hope  that  your  Rdyal  Hfghoes^wijj.  W>% 
"  deem  it  nupropei,  undei  circumstances  which  he,ljas  had 
"  the  honour  to  suomit,  to  express  an  humble  hope,  that, 
"  should  an  oppoitumty  occm  of  promotmg^hiiri  ttt  a  lictite- 
"  nant  colonelcy  m  one  of  the  new  battal  ons,  Ytrav  Roy&l 
"  Higbne-s  will  be  gi  aciously  pleaded  to  include  hlTOflcithe 
ii  list  of  promotion4  >  , 

«  Gordoil'b  Hotel,  Albemarle-stiect,  "  J  TAYI<^1$ 

"  lOct  ib04  Majoi  Ssfh  F^t""' 

Indoi  sfd 

"  Major  o/lSOl,  and  just  promo' ed  ta  the  majoniy'iifthe 
"  regiment 

"  Considered  nith  others,  having  equal  pretensipnsy  b'lft  no 
^javouraite  opportunity  at  present  " 

99th  Foot    Mem  28th  JFebtuary,  l'sos     C  L 

*'  Compare  this  list  with  that  already  iji  your  ppssefgijep*" 

st  Col  Gordon  ffyou  m°h  ta  'hem  this  to  H  R  H  to  dag  " 

"  Sir,  «  By  au-ection  of  Lord  Matjiew,  we 

"  have  the  honom  to  request  your  Royal  Highness  v>  lU  be 
"  pleased  to  recommend  to  his  Majesty,  the  officers  whose 
<(  names  are  contained  'in  the  mclosed  hsf,  for  promotion, 
"  and  appointments  m  his  lordship's  legiment 

"  We  have  the  honour  to  be, 

'**  Witl  gieat  deference  and  1  Aspect,  Sir, 
"  Your  Royal  Highness'i 

"  Very  faithful  and  devoted  servants. 
«  CiaigVconrt,  2^d  Teb  1805  "  GJtEENWOOI>  &<3QX  " 

"  F'eM  Marshal  Lis  Royal  Highness 
«  The  Duke  of  York,  &e*&c 

[Then*  foTbvys  qf  Lord  Mathew's 

fewy,  vs'ithi  I  he  usual'oiye^ttons  to  the  promotions, 
aftd  oiht'MenwrksX 


Q!.  Does 
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Q.  Does  it  appear  that  he  applied  for  leave  to  purchase 
*fleirt^tat-coifonelcy  P 
**  2fc*I!dbt^"fltidAany'  stich  application. 

Have  you  any  documents  lespecting  the  piomotion 
of  Captain  Xirtie'fies  to  a  majonty  m  August  1804  ? 

ir/Y(fSi  1  have.* 

Q.  Wheie  was* 'Captain  Ximenes  when  he  was  pio« 
i»6tta*?— ^  WiftrhU  regiment,  in  Canada. 

%  ^as  fte  an  old  captain  in.  the  aimy  > 

.4.  Yes,,  he  was  a  captain  of  1794,  of  ten  jeavs 
standing. 

>Q,  Was  he  of  that  class  of  captains  from  his  standing 
who  was  entitled,  accoiding  to  the  view  you  take  ot  the 
pietentipns  of  officers  of  that  rank  and  time,  to  a  majo- 
rity I — Q.  Yes,  he  was,. 

[Colonel  Gordon  delivered  m  the  papeis  ] 

*  XimeneS  was  a  captain  of  November  1794,  and  pro- 

moted to  a  majoiity  in  the  6sid  icgiment  on  tile  2Sth 
August  1804,  iu  consequence  of  the  accompanying  ap- 
plications from  his  bnqther  " 

1.    <?ap  Ximenes,  Waigiave  Rangeis,  29th  April  1804 

No  40,  Weymonth-sti  ret,  Portland-place,  29th  Apnl  1804 
«  Si*, 

My  "mother,  Captain  Pavid  "Ximeucs  of  the  29th  legnnent 
"  (now  at  Halifax),  being  a  captain  since  1794,  inducts  me, 
"  m  his  absence,  to  hate  the  lionoui  <5f  lequestmg  you'ill  be 
*'  pleased  to  interest  yoni>elf  with  his  Royal  Highness  the 
"  Commander  in  Chief,  for  the  purpose  of  obtaining  him 
"  "permission,  to  enter  011  an  arrangement  (by  me)  for  raising 
*'  men  under  the  late  regulation,  for  a  majority  for  him  I 
*'  was  very  successful  in  raising  a  large  proportion  of  the 
"  ls&e  Windsor  Foiesteis  Fen  Cav  "in  which  Iseivedfroin 
"  its  commencement  to  the  general  ledue^iot^  of  Ten  Car 
**  in  1800  1  will  use  eveiy  excition  till  his  return,  which  I 
"  humbly  hope,  m  consideration  of  his  being  a  captain  of 
"  near  ten  yeai.s  standing,  and  having  poi chased  eveiy  step, 
*'  his  Royal  Highness  will  graciously  permit,  and  I  bis; 
*f'  leave  further  to  .state,  that  when  he  was  on  the  rteruitmg 

*  service  be  u  as  very  successful 

"  I  am,  Sir,  with  the  utmost  1  esp<sct, 

"  Your  most  obedient  humble  servaat, 
f  C*1.0nntoo,  &c  J&c-  &c  "  ■         "     "  MORI$,Xl»tETi£*> 
"  Capt  Conit  Wargvivc'Tvangeis " 

3o  l&ioted 
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1     Maidenhead,  22d  August  1-804 

The  Mtnvnial  of  Captain  M  Xiraeues  of  the  Wargrave  Ran- 
t;eis  in  behalf  of  his  biother,  Captain  D  Xunenes  of  the  29th  re- 
giment. 

Ihs  bro'hefs  claims  101II  be  considered, 

"  To  Field  Marshal  His  Royal  Highness  the  Dukp  of  York, 

Commandei  111  Chief,  Ike  &c  &c 

"  The  Memorial  of  Captain  JIous  Ximenes,  Commandant  of 
"  the  Waigiave  Ra4g.,isi,  on  behalf  of  his  biotjrei,  Captain 
"  David  XmaenA  of  the  89th  legimertt  of  foot,  now  on  duty 
a  with  his  regiment, 

"  Most  humbly  Shewefh, 
"  That  yoar  Memoirist  having  seen  in  the  Gaz'tte  several 
"  capta  ns  piomotcd  to  majonties,  junior- to  th£.id}p,v.e«ai<I 
"  Captam  David  Xuncnes  of  the  29th  foot,  m,oyt  hpuibly 
"  prays  that  yom  Royal  Highness  w  ill  be  pleased  to  take 
"  his  said  biothtVs  length  of  stmce  (being  neai  ly  tetfy  ears 
"  a.Captam)  into  conbideiation,  and  lecommei'j  Kim  Co  his 
"  Majebty  f^or  promotion,  1 

"  And  youi  Memorialist  will  evei  pi  ay 

"  w  x1m,lnls" 

{<  B«ai>  Place,  Maidenhead,  Berks, 
"  22d  August  1804  " 

"  He  is  a  captain  of 
"  1794,  and  a  young        "  Appioved, 
"  Capt  D  Xi'mmes,  "  man — "does   yoar  "  C  i." 

29  Regt  "        "  R  H  appiove  of   "  I hm  e  potted  Capt  X 
"  his    being-  tiioted  <«  tu  the  62d 

"  for  piomototi  —  «  J  IV  (? 

"  he  lb  abroad  with, 
"  his  cofps  " 

%    London,  23d  December  l§/>Ai 
Major  Ximenes,  62d  Regiment 
"  ,Sir,  "  New  Humnmms,  Deer  23,  1804  " 

I'll  thank  you  to  hare  the  goodness  to  mfoim  his  Royal  ftigh- 
"  ness  the  Commander  m  Chief,  et  my  amjal  here,  and  of 
"  ray  readiness  to  join  the  legiment,  to  which  <htg  £(jndg 
<<  scendine;  t mdueas  has  promoted  me ,  fin  which'  promqtitaL 
"  1  should  be  happy  to  leturn  thanks  persoiallyto  his  Royal 
"  Highness  "  I  have  the  honoar  to  be,  Sn'0  % 

"  Yom  most-©besliepatse"ivAWt 
"Lieut  Col  Goidon,  &e  "  Df<3k*WEhL-Sj 

""Hoise<Guaid«  "  "  Mijor  ^d\RegimjSiL'tli' 

1  ^ R  H^W£es J H3r 

Z  3  Q.  Was 
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,Wa#..tb,e  leyj' of  this  regiment  of- Lord  Mathew's 
tempi  Qtfcd  ? 

A.-  It  is  actually  now  a  regiment*  of  the  line,  and 
Serving,  J  think,  in  the  Bahamas;  it  is  the  99th  regiment. 

Q.  W.as  it  completed  in  .the  year  1804-? 
'  A-  Tt^Ws  so  far  completed  as  to  entitle  him  to  recom- 
mend hisQfncers  ;  rit  wa#  completed  according  to  his 
tetter  of  service,  at  least  I  believe  so;  it  was  regularly 
inspected  by  the  Commander  of  the  Forces  in  Ireland, 
and  I  know  nothing  to  the  contrary. 

Sir  G.  Warrender.  Q.  You  observe  in  the  statement 
of  Colonel  Brooke's  services,  he  is  appointed  to  the  5Ctb 
regkffltat  on  the  5th  January,  1805  ? 

ijfc  ^|6e  it  is.  so.  - 

jEiaying  seated,  in  your  former  evidence,  that  it  was 
necessary  to  make  inquiries  into  the  services  of  Lii  ute- 
nant-Colonel  Brooke,  on  the  1ft  of  July,  when  the  ex- 
charige  $tt& proposed';  were  not  inquiries  made  previous 
to' the  5th '61  January,  when  he  was  appointed  as  effective 
to  the  56th  regiment  of  foot  from  half-pay  ? 

A.  I  take  for  granted  that  due  inquiries  were  made  % 
but  I* think  I'have  stated  in  my  evidence  that  .particular 
inquiries  Were  necessary  on  his  exchange  to  the  cavalry. 

t?.  You  mean  that  inquiries  respecting  Colonel  Brooke 
tvere.m^de  with  respect  to  his  fitness  as  a  field  officer  of 
cavalry  ? — A.  I  mean  exactly  that. 

Q.  You  will  observe,  that  the  only  services  of  C0!011^ 
"Brooke  as  a  cavalry  officer,jire  for  three  montha  as  a  cornet 
W»  1703;  stags' what  the  result  of  your  inquiries  into  the 
services  of  Colonel  Brooke  as  a  cavalry  officer  were,  in  ad- 
dition to  those  stated -as  a"  cornet  for  three  months  in  1793. 

vis., That  very  circumstance  made  the  inquiries  still 
'more  necessary,  -and  the  result  of  them  was  satisfactory, 
usi-have  before  stated  ;  and  that  they  were  satisfactory, 
Stfe^stervices  of  Colonel  Brooke,  have  sjnce  very  fully 

State  what  other  services  Colonel  Br,ooke  was  enr- 
fed  iiY  winch  could  give  him"  a,  knowledge  of-ca^ali-j^wi 
ftitorrt&'the  three  months  during  which  us  was  coni«4 
Him*? 

Jt,  I  %ave  already  stated  to.  the  Committee,  an<l  it,  is  jr* 
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.evidence  Before  them,,  that  Lkept  no  tnemarandtfm  in 
writing  of  such  inquiries,  but  that  the  result  tJf  saehin- 
quiries  was  satisfactory  j- the  conduct  of  CoIcroeT  Brooke, 
iu  the  command  of:  his  regiment,' .'has  fcfoVfal. -that -*liey 
were  eminently  satisfactory,. 

[The  following  entry  w?ts  read  frofn  the  London 
Gazette  of  the  18th  of  August,  1804:— 

"  14th  Regiment  of  Foot,  Lieutenant  Colonel 
"  Hon.  Win.  Bligh,  from  the  half-pay  of  the  54th 
"  Foot,  to  be  Lieutenant  Colonel." 

WILLIAM  ADA  M,  Esq.  a  Member  of  ihc  Ffoiisr, 
attending  in  his  place,  wns  examined^  as  follows;, 

■  Sir  T.  Turton.  Q.  You. stated  in  your  firsl examina- 
tion"; that  you  considered  Mrs.  Clarke  had  prejudiced 
His  Royal  Highness's  interest  and  his  name  with  regard 
to  money,  and  that  an  investigation  took  place  ;  incon- 
sequence ©f  that  investigation,  did  any  proofs*  appear  pf 
His:  Royal  Highuess's  uaine  having  ever  bees  used  by 
her  to*  procure  money? 

■  A.  It  is  impossible  for  me  to  state  the  particular  facts 
that  Appeared,  but  I  remember  perfectly  well  it  was  cer- 
tainly established  that  there  had  been  transactions  with 
regard  to  goods  and  likewise  with  regard  to  bills,  which 
satisfied -me  "that  that  representation  was  correct;  I  made 
fi'd  memorandum  at  the  time.  ,  ' 

Q.  Then  you  cannot  state  any  particular  transactions^ 
or  any  particular  sum  for  which  the  fiame  of  the  I)uke 
of  York  was  made  use  of  to  raise  money  for  Mrs.  Clarjje^? 

A.  Certainly  not.  .    ,'",-.  , 

Q.-Can  you  slate  the  sources  from  whence  you  deriy,Q<jl 
the  information  of  its  being  so  raised  ?  t  %  :r>.  ^ 

A.  I  believe  1  have  already  stated  in  that  part- of  ;jny 
evidence,  that,  it)  order  to  obtain  the  information  -,{fia£ 
■was'  n'ecess'ary' -to  enable  His  Royal"  Highness  toljvid^ 
Svhat'-ceaK-e-heisbottld  fake  with  respect  to '  Mrs^'Oaj^ke, 
I  conrmunicated  with  Mr.  Lqwten,  and  he^emplfjyid  Jjlf. 
'Wiik^frh ;  •Mr.-'W'ilkjjufeon  •mtote'a'n M1fft*&tig&ftbo,-'  and 
>&>0tte4ihevcircuau"fances  to  me. 

*  Q.  It 
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■Q.  It  appears  in  yojir -evidence-,  that  trie  facts  of  the 
raising  of  money,  or  the  prejudicing  the  interests  of  the 
Duke  Df;  York,  by  making  use  of  his.  name,  were  com- 
municated, after  the  investigation,  to  His  Royal  High- 
ness; weie  they  communicated  to  His  Royal  Highness 
by  yourself,  or  by  Mr.  Lowten,  or  by  Mr.  Wilkinson  ? 

^4."The  result  «>f  the  investigation  was  drawn  n>p  by 
Mr.  Wilkinson  or  Mr.  Lowten,  1  do  not  know  which,  and 
that  was  conveyed  to  His  Royal  Highness,  not  by  my 
hand,  bu£  transmitted  to  His  Royal  Highness  when  he 
was  $t  Oatlazids,  1  believe,  upon  the  7th  or  £)th  of  May, 
1606, 

;  Q.  I  understood  by  your  evidence,  that  his  Royal 
Highness  the  Duke  of  York  was  very  unwilling  to  be- 
,Key.e  jthfi  facts  that  were  charged  against  Mrs.  Clarke  ;  is 
the  committee  to  undci stand,  that,  after  the  investigation 
was  made,  aiid  the  facts  were  communicated  to  his 
Jtoyal  Highness,  he  was  then  satisfied  that  she  had  made 
jjseof       nfime,  and  prejudiced  his  interest  by  so  doing  ? 

A,  I  can  only  answer  that  by  stating  what  his  Rojal 
Highness's  conduct  was :  His  Royal  Highness,  in  con- 
sequence of  being  possessed  of  the  information  winch'  I 
have  stated  to  have  been  conveyed  to  him,  immediately 
or.cvery  sopn  after  came  to  a  resolution  to  take  the  step, 
of  separating  from  Mrs.  Clarke. 

>  Q.  Then  I  understand  you  to  say,  that  the  consequence 
of  kiying  these  facts  before  his  Royal' Highness  the  Duke 
of  York,  was  his  .separation  from  Mrs.  Clarke  ? 

A.  1  can  draw  no  other  conclusion  than  that ;  for,  as 
I  have  already  stated  in  my.  evidence,  before  that  time, 
there  was  no  reason  to  suppose  that  his  Royal  Highness 
intended  to  separate  from  Mvs.Clarke  ;  and/  after  tli'at 
time,  he  did  take  that  determination* 

Q.  Did  j  on  read,  at  any  time,  the  statement  that 'was 
drawn  up  by  Mr.  Lowteu  or  Mr.  Wilkinson,  aiid  sub- 
mitted to  his  Royal  Highness  the  Duke  of  York  ? 

•  A.  I  certainly  did. 

..  Q.  Does  your  recollection  furnish  you  wifh  an'V  speci- 
fic sum  that*  was  raised  by  M.vs.  Clptke  in  'the  D\ike  %{ 
$cirkls  narw«,  without"  his,  authority  ? 
•;  A.  No,  it  does  not. 
Q.  'Probably'}  oiT'knotf  whether  the  paper  which  was 
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dplivtered  to  bis  Royal  Higbnefs  the  Duke  of  York,,  is  m 
the  pofjVffiQri  of  Ins  Royal^Jighnefs'at  prdkiF? 

A.  I  never  have  (<*en  tliai' paper  finee. 

hard  Folkfttm,  Q  When  did  you  firfl  near  of  the  rioU 
iVthe  pofljelfionj  of- (papain  Sandon  > 

A  On  Saturday  morning,  the  of  this  mdhlh,  bei 
tween  ten  and  ele\en  o'clock. 

it.  From  whom  did  you  hear  of  it  ?  \     t  - 

A.  I  heard  of  it  from  Colonel  Hamilton ;  Colonel*  Ha- 
milton came  to  my  houfe  on  Saturday  morn'ihg,  between: 
(en  and  eleven  o*ctock,  before  I  was  out  of  my  bed. 

Stale  to  the  Coaiinittee  what  pafTed  upon  ihitt  00 
cad on ? 

Colonel  Hamilton  came  to  my  houft  bet<\  een  fenand 
eleven  o'clock  on  Saturday  morning,  and  was  fhewn  tip  la 
me,  tie  immediately  mentioned  to  me  tha£  he  had  teen. 
Captain  Sandon  at  Portfmoivth ;  that  Captain'Sandon  ha'd 
communicated  with  him  upon  the  fubjecl  of  this  Inquiry" } 
he  fjitf,  fbat  Captain  Sandon  had  afked  him  bow  Ire  fhould 
ton(|u£l  InmfeJf ;  that  he  had  told  Captain  Sandon  that  there 
ci^uld  be,  no  rule  for  his  conduct,  but  one,  which  was  to 
acjhere  ftri&ly  (o  truth,  to  tell  every  thing  lie  knew,  that  it 
would  not  at  all  avail  bim  to  do 'other wife,  even  if  he 
fllouH  have  an  inclination,  becaufe  he  would  be  ekammed, 
I  think  he  Paid,  by  the  united  ability  of  the  country.  He 
then  told  me,  that  Captain  Sandon  told  him  that  he  had 
forne  letters  upon  the  fuhject  of  hi*  trai/adiiOns  with  Mrs, 
ClafW,  and  that  he  had  a  note,  which  is^ie  note  in  Ofuej- 
tion,  which  he  believed  to  be  in  the  Duke  of  York*s  hand- 
writing; 'that  that  note  he  had  (hewn  to  Captain  Tonyn 
befqje  lie  was  made  Major  Ton)h,  in  order  to  induce  hirh 
either  to  keep  the  depofit  which  he  had  made,  or  to  re- 
place the  depofit  which  he  had  rjiade,  I  cannot  exactly  Re- 
coiled which,  that  depofit  he  had  threatened  to  withdraw 
iji  confequance  of  the  delay  between  the  fir  ft  interview  he, 
Captain  Sa.idon,  had  with  Captain  Tonyn,  on  the  fubject. 
of  his  promotion,  Which  he  reprefented,  I  think,  as  being 
neaijy  two  months,  that  there  was  likewile  another  noie, 
jWlijch  jio^had  been  delivered,  as  fie  tiated,  to  M^jor  To- 
n)n,  wfuc'h  was  a  note  faying  he  was  to  be  gazetted  to* 
sight,  or  tn  words  to  that  effect.    Colonel  Hamilton  ,tofd 
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Hie  he  given  ftric}  injunctions  to  Gaplain  Sandors.to 
preferife  the  note.  Vvlitch'he  reprefented  as  in  the  Duke  ^of 
York's  balirJlwVifmg,  and  which  I  und'erffand  no^'fo  '  be^ 
the  note  "about which  there  has  been;fo  "much  inquiry  hfeYeV 
the  original  of  which  has  been  produced,  and  feveVy  ^ap^K, 
I'faid  W  Colonel  Hamilton,-  that  nothing-'xoutd  be  more 
cbrreCT  fharv  his  inftruflion;  that  it  fttH  remained  to  be  feeo 
what- the  "terms 'of  the  note  were,  and  to  be  judged  of 

'  whether  it  Was  the  Duke  of  York's  hand-writing;  I  defired 
Colonel  Hamilton,  therefore,  to  go  to  Captain  Sandon, 
and  to-tiefire  to'  look  at  the  note,  and  to  take  a  copy  of  it, 
aad  to  repeat  his  injunctions  in  the  firongeft:  manner,  to 
prefefve  all  the  papers,  and  among  the  refl  the  note.  Co- 
lonel Hamilton  returned  to  my  houfe,  1  think  it  muff  have 

-'be'en  confidefably  before  one  o'clock  it  was  after  twelve 
or  about  twelve;  he  told  B'^  that  he  bad  repeated  thofe 
inflruflions,  "that  he  had  taken  a  copy  of  the  note,  which 
he  brought  ft*  me,  which  J  pemfed,,  and  found  to  be  in  the 

'  veryterms  of  the  note  which  has  been  fince  produced, ;  and 
fce  added,  that  according  to  his  opinion  and  belief,  it  was 
the  Duke  of  Yoik's  hand-writing.  I  then  told  him  that 
fuch  ci'rcurMahves  muft  be  immediately  communicated, 
arr«t  I  w'tflied  him,  therefore,  to  go  to  Mr.  Perceval,  with 
a  note  which  I  wrote,  and  that  I  would  follow  as  loon  as- 
I*ouIdv  Colonel  Hamilton  went  to  Mr,  Perceval,  which 
J  know,  becaufe  I  found  him  there,  and  had  told  Mr. 
Petceral  the  ftory  .before  I  arriued,  Mr.  Perceval  and 
royfelf  deliberated  upon  the  courfe  to  be  taken,  and  having 
underftood  fronT Colonel  Hamilton's  reprefentaiions  (for  I 
believe  neither  of  us  ever  faw  Captain  Sandon  till  he  eam.e 
to  the  Barfof  this  Houfe)  that  Captain  Sandon  had  been 
applied  to  by  Mrs.  Clarke,  and  I  think  he  laid  Mr.  War- 
dte>  but  I  wiif  not  be  fure,  and  Mr.  Lowten,  to  go  . to 
them,  it-was  Mr.  Perceval's-  fuggefiions,  and  my  own,  'I 
belieyemutaally  alrooll,  that  the  moft  advifable  coiufe  for 
os  t'o  direct  Colonel  Hamilton  to  lake,,  was  to  inftrufl  Cap- 
tain Sandon  to  bold  no  further  communication  wtthany  per- 
forin* balever  till  he  appeared  at  the  Ihrof.this.  I,Ioufe, 
and  hktfwife  to  inftrufi  liim,  to  prelerve  the  note  and1  alt 
the  papers  he' had  (poken  of.  :  Colonel  'Hamilton,  reeeivt'di 
thofte'HifWlclioks  at  Mr.'Perceval's  huaki  and  w*»t,, « ',{ 
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'preljynedVj Jo  majce  the  communication  irn'toediatejy  (© 
Captain,  Sqndon,  whicjh  was  to  be  done  before  two.o'clock, 
b^ufcS^ntloij^had  promifed,  a*  we  uiwierfiood fnjm  Cq. 
loneJHauwItprC  to  giye  h^s  anfwers,  to  ihe  perfons  wha 
♦13d  dejired  to  fee  him,  at  that  hew.  After  having  given 
t.hefe  dm-ftiaos  to  Colonel  Hamilton,  it  w«s  agreed,  by  Mt. 
Perceval  and  iB)<elf,'that  this  matter  oaght  to  be  comfflu- 
mcated  10  the  Duke  of  York,  and  it  was  further  agreed 
by  us,  that  the  matter  mould  be  brought  before  the  Houfe 
of  Commons  by  us,  m  cafe  it  did  not  make  lis  appearance 
in  the  evidence  of  Captain  Sandon.  I  went  in.fearch  of 
his  Royal  Highnefs  the  Duke  of  York,  but  it  was  the  even- 
rng  before  I  (<n#  him;  I  communicated  the  matter  to  him, 
heexprofled  his  furpnfe  and  aftomfhment,  and  declared 
the  impoffibihty  of  his  ever  having  made  any  luch  commu- 
nication, ant'  w.flied  immediately  logo  to  Mr.  Perceval; 
we  went  to  Mr.  Perceval's  together,  where  he  made  a  fi- 
milar  afleverauon,  and  again  at  Colonel  Gordon'--.  I  did 
not  fee  his  Royal  Hrghnefs  again  till  between  three  and 
four  o'clock  on  Sunday  the  5th,  and  I  did  not  fee  Colonel 
Himifton  until  Sunday  atone  o'clock,  when  I  faw  him  lor 
the  parpofe  of  learning  whether,  he  had  executed  the  de, 
hvenng  the  mftruclions  to  Captain  Sandon  in  the  manner 
that  Mr,  Perceval  and  myfelf  had  required;  Colonel  Ha- 
milton told  me  that  he  had  delivered  them  in  the  very 
terms ;  that  Captain  Sandon  had  (aid,  that  he,  Colonel 
Hamilton,  might  depend  upon  his,  Captain  Sandon's, 
obeying  his  infiruclions;  but  that  he  would  be  extremely 
angry  with  him,  or  extremely  enraged  with  him,  I  am  not 
fure  which  was  the  expreffron,  tor  he  had  already  drtobeyed 
one  of  Iws  mftruclions,  he  had  deflroyed  the  note;  upon 
which,  according  to  Colonel  Hamilton's  reprefentation, 
he  laid,  Good  God,  have  you  deffro^ed  the  note?  Of 
courle  I  expreflfed  mjfelf  to  a  fimilar  effecl  to  Colonel  Ha- 
milton when  he  made  the  communication  to  me  refpecling 
ihe  deflruclion  of  the  note.  I  went.to  Mr.'  Perceval,  ac- 
cording to  appointment  made  the  day  before,  and  comma-, 
nteraied  tcbim  this  iaft,  as  Hated  b)  Colonel  Hamilton ; 
this  became  again  the  fubjeel  of  our  deliberations,  and  we 
agaaicdetermwed  that  it  was  our  dnty,  as  Members  of  Par- 
lamentf  ^0  bring  the  matter  forward,  leaving  it  to  ourfelves 

to 
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fo^ladgQTn.forae'meafure,  with  regard  tothe  Umfit>f  bmig- 
jftg  it  forward  |  .and  inorder  that  there  ntnghl  wit'  beapJI- 
bbiliiy  of  .fuppofing.  that  we<bfougbl  it  forward^  <Ji  k«f>t;<jt 
fcsak  aecordtngtfo  cifcmnftandes,  it  was  delef  milled  (^ari^fe 
the  communication  to  certain  Membeis  of  fhis".  Honfe. 
Accordingly  .tbV  fedta*  as  I  hsue  now  ftatedtherayi  were 
tommufticated  to  Ltod  Cafilereajgb,  to  Mr.  Canning, ,|o 
the  Attorney,  and  Solicitor  General,  to  Lord  -iJenry  Petty, 
to  Mr,  WJuibread,  <and  to  General  Firz->peirrekv  .This 
bring";  the  fafit  down  to      tranfacbon  i»  this  Houfe< 

£>.  Mr.  Lwvten  is  eniifdoyed  Sas^aA  agent  of  the  Duke 
of  York  r — A,  Hei*. 

2  Bass  Mr,  Lowten  feeen-m  the  .pfa&ise  af<  dxaraming 
'tjfe'Wttnellfes  that  oerepiodaceduatTaippott  of  'thecfcflT$es 
iagainft  the  Dukfr  of  York  > 

,rf,  t  really  t\x>  not  know  whether:hg  ba*  or  not.- 

2.  Wber%«i  ftated  the  circumftance  of  this  note  to»fcSe 
Duke  of  Yoik,  did  the  D„uke  of  Yoik  flale  that  heneolr 
.had  written  (uch  a  note  with  a'  vi-ew  of  influencing  CipUin 
Tonyn,  a*  rt  has  been  reprefented  by  Captain  SaYidoh,  or 
that  be  had  never  written fuohauoteat  all  to  Mrs.  Clarke* 

A.  The  Duk^of  York  ftatedy  that  he  was  per-teQty  fure 
that  he  bad  never  written  fudi'a  pote  ;  that -he  had  not  a 
recolle&iorv  ©f  it  at  all. 

3.  Did  he  (late  tojou,  tlvpt  he  bad  never  written  (o 
Mr<;  Clarke  Upon  t-he  lubjedl  of  military  affairs  ? 

"A  He  always  flated  to  me,  that,  to  th@  beft  of  ■Ills  re- 
oolleclioij,  he  had  never  written  to  Mrs  Gl*lu;  on  thefub- 
j'ecl  of  military  affairs,  and  that,  if  he  had  doneit.  It  niuft 
have  been  very  rarely. 

2.  Have  you  any  objection  to  dale  what  were  the  grounds 
of  your  withholding  this  communication  from  the  iloufe 
(ill  the  period  it  was,  brought  forward  > 

A  The  ground  that  -influenced  my  miqo^vaig,  ihif  I 
thought  if  the  coir  mnnication  had  been  brought  forward'at 
anearher  period-,  it  might  have  embarrdfTed  the  eoirrfe'of 
proceeding  in  the  Inquiry,  at  the  Inflance  of  the  Gentle- 
man who  had  fet  it  on  foot,  and  that,  m  ebnudering  the 
whole  circumftances  of  the  cafe,  jufhce  would  be  belter 
obtained,  whatever  the  effrcr.  of  that  noterntght  be,  by 
keeping  it  back  till  the  peried  when  rt  was  allowed  to  trant- 
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aire.  t~can  aniy  fay  now  .what  were  ray  motives  and  re- 
ions  for  mat  conduct;  (bat  was  wnat  influenced  me  in  (he 
opinion  1  gate  in  con  fu  Hal  km  will)  Mr*  Perceval  .upon  that 
4w>je£i.  I  mentioned  that  I  did  not  fee  the  Di  ke  of  Yerk 
again  till  three  or  four  o'clock  on  Sunday;,  at  one  o'clock 
on  Sunday  I  was;  informed,  by  Colonel  Hamilton,  ofV  S'afi-  , 
don's  hawing  declared  the  note  to  be  deftroyed.  Between 
three  and  four  o'clock  en  Sunday  I  informed  the  Duke  of 
York  of.  that  fa£r.  I  think  it  right  (o  Hate  that  as  a  mate- 
rial fafit  in  the  cafe. 

...jj*.  You  have  Hated,  that  one- motive  which  you  had  for 
keeping  back  the  mention  of  this  note  to  fo  late  a  period, 
-was,  left  you  f^toald  embarrafs  the  Gentleman  who  brought 
forward  this  Inquiry,  by  the  premature  difcUfure  of  tier 
note;  explain  to  the  Commiliee  how  that  difdofore  would. 
Iiave  embarrafled  him  more  than  the  crnfs.esaminations 
which  took  place,  when  the  IVilndTea  appeared  at  th« 
Bar? 

.  4'  I  confidered  this  note,  and  the  tranfadion  refpe&ing 
it,  the  dtfclofur^  refpe&ing  Hi  dtftruclion,  to  form  cue  of, 
the  raoft  extraordinary  features  that  I  had  ever,  known  of 
in  any  cafe,  f  f  I  had  been  in  the  courfe  of  examining 
"Wi'nefies'much  in  Lbis  proceeding,  I  fhould  have  avoided 
crofs-examining  to  that  tact,  thinking  the  mode  that  was 
adopted  a  more  fatisfaclory  means  of  bringing  it  fbmardi 
and  1  believe  it  will  be  found*  that  there  was  no  crofi-ex« 
amination  of  Sanelon  to  that  fact,  nor  any  thing  that  could 
lead  Jo  it  j  and  therefore,  anfwertng  to  the  motive,  and 
not  (o  the  tafr..  I  can  only  fay  it  does  not  fluke  me  that  this 
ftands  upon  the  fame  footing  as  the  ordinary  crofs-exami- 
iiatioa  of  Witneffes,  accoidtng  to, ray  conception. 

J^.  Why  fhould  its  being  an  extraordinary  feature,  pre- 
vent its  being  prefented  at  an  early  period;  is  it  ufual  for 
exiraordirarjr  features  to  be  kept  back  in  evidence  in  courts 
«f  ju/Hce,  when  they  relate  to  the  evidence'  that  wilneffes 
txamined  in  chief,  are  given  to  the  court? 

A.  I  conceive,  that  being  pufievTed  of  a  fafl  of  this  fort, 
which  X  found  it  my  bounden  duty,  in  conjunction  w  ilh 
Mr.  Perceval,  to  bring  before  the  public,  whatever  its  con- 
fluences might  be,  and  which  the  Royal  Duke,  I  believe, 
bad  expreffed  a  defire  to  Mr.  Perceval,  fliould  be  brought 
before  the  public,  that  I  had  a  right  to  exercife  ray  difcre- 
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lion,  in  conjunction  with  Mr.  Perceval,  lo  bring  !t  before 
the  public  at  the  ti$e  that,  according  to  that  dilcretion, 
we  (hould  think  the  beft,  meaning  horieftly  and'diftinclly  at 
all  tiroes  to  bring  it  before  the  Houfe. 
•  -i^  You  have  dated,  that  you  thought  (hat  the  purpofes 
of  juftice  would  be  beft  anfwered  by  not 'bringing  this  fact 
before  the.  Houfe  fooner  than  it  Was  brought;  will  you  ex- 
plain how  the  purpofes  of  juftice  were  likely  to  be  beft  an- 
fwered by  the  delay  in  bringing  forward  the  circutnftances 
refpe&mg  this  note  ? 

A.  I  can  only  ftafe  hdw-I  think  the  purpofes  of  juftjce 
would  be  beft  anfwered;  I  cannot  be'fb  preftnftptuous  as 
to  fay  that  the  purpoles  of  juftice  were  beft  anfwered,  but 
in  my  opinion  they  were,  becaufe  it  brought  this  particular 
featnre^f  the  ca(e  diflinclly,  clearly,  and  unembarrafled, 
before  the  Houfe;  thai  if  it  had  been  mixed  up  in  crofs-ex- 
amination,  or  brought  forward  in  that-  fliape,  it  neither 
would  have  appeared  fo,  diftinct,  nor  have  appeared  fo 
clearly  the  determination  of  the'perfons  in  bringing *it  for- 
ward. 

The  Right  Honourable  Spencer  Perceval,  at- 
tending in  his  place,  was  examined  by  the  Commit- 
tee, as  follwws: 

.  Ldrd  Folhftoue,  Have  you  heard  the  ftatemeat  of  (ha 
Honourable  Gentleman  lately  under  examination,  and  do 
you.wrffi  to  add  any  thing  to  thaj  fiatemenl  ? 

A.  l  am  not.qiitte  certain  that  I  heard  the  whole..  If  it 
is  w iftied  that  I  {hould  ftate  the  motives  that  influenced  my 
Blind,  not  in  keeping  this  back,  but  in  not  biinging  it  for- 
ward before,  I  conceived  the  cafe  thai  was.ito  be  made 
againft  the  Ro)al  Duke  was  doled.  When  ihe  communi- 
cation  was  made  to  me,  I  thought  at  the  firft  it  was  a  very 
extraordinary  circumftance;  and  when  I  found  that  the  note 
wa«,  as  the  Wrtntfs  repiefenled  it,  deftroyed,  coupled 
with  the  direft  aflertion  of  Jhe  Royal  Duke,  that  this  note 
Was -a  forgery,  I  thought  it  to  be  a  forgery,,  and  I  deter- 
mined to  a£i  upon  the  fuppofilion  of  its  being  fuch,-  and 
upon  that  impreffion,  and  with  a  view  the  better  todetecl 
it,,  if  it  were  fo,  I  thought  it  better  that  all  the.  Wrtrieffes 
tha' could  in  any  degree  have  been^concerned  in  thatir-anf- 

acYipn, 
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a$rt>n,  fliould  have  iold  (heir  wn  {ale  to  the  Committee, 
before  ,they  were  in  qny  degree  informed,  by  me^t  lea(l£ 
er  by  the  courfe  that  we  Look,  of  our  being  in  poltefltpn  ot' 
any  facl,  or  inclined  tomajke  ufe  of  the  information  we  (fad 
oT  a,ny  tat&  ,  it  might  break  in  upon  their  Ovtfn  plan  of  nar- 
rating iLto  the  Committee,  if  it  had  been'  a'firtgre  cafe, 
m/lead  of  a  variety  of  cafes,  that  were  brougKf  befWfe''  #e 
Committee,  I  apprehend  that  there  could(  be  no  <jjb§ftibft  ; 
that  on  the  part  or  the  defence  to  that  charge,  thdfe1  Who 
inlerefted  themfelves  in  the  defence  could  not  ije  called 
upon  to  produces  any  paEt  of  the  evidence  vvthicfi*  they 
thought  material,  till  they  had  .the  whole  of  the*  tafe  'that 
■  was  10  be  brought  agamft  them  laidf  before  the  Courtj,aod 
confidexing  ho,w  the  whole  of  thefe  cafes  are,  by  means  of 
the  fame  Wtitneffes,-  more  or  lefs,  being  brought  forward 
upon  lljem  all ,  confidering  from  that  circiimftance  haw 
they  were  all  connected,  |  conceived  it  Would'  toe1  teller 
that  this  information  fhould  not  be  given  till  it  was  cl6fecf", 

(9  ,Was  the  introduction  of{  this  evidence  fettled,  ftpon 
the  (u'ppofition  that  the  note  was  actually  deftioy&d  >  ' 

J.  Certainly  my  lmpretlion  Wa=,  that  the  note  wak  ac- 
tually deftroyed,  and  it  was  after  (hat  imprefiion  was  con- 
veyed to  me,  that  the  note  was  actually  deftroyed,  'that  I 
concurred  with  my  honourable  and  learned Fnend  in  thuik- 
rng  that  it  was  equally  necefiary  that  fa&  fhould  be  brought 
before  the  Committee;  and  perhaps.  I  mig.ht.be  permitted 
to  add,  ttiat,  feeling  there  was  a  confiderable  degree  ot 
atikwardnefs  in  the  appearanceof  being  backward  fco.bring 
forward  at  the  earlieft  period  a  fac}  fo  important  as  this  fafit 
was,  we  did  think  that  our  own  honour  would  hardly  be 
^ate/'Unlefswe  made  a  communication  not  only  of  the(fa6t, 
but  of  cur  determination  to  produce  it  in  the  manner  in 
which  we  did. 

William  Adam,  Efq.  in  his  place,  .ma^c  a  State- 
ment, as  foilows 

It  becomes  unneceffary  for  me  to  fidjte  any  thing  m  con- 
firmation^ what  has-been  ftated  by  the  Chancellor  of  tlie 
Exchequer,  but  I"  think,  it  light  to  (fate  to  fh„  Committee, 
that  the  whole  courfe  oL  our  conducl  refted  on  a  thor6ugli 
conviction  that  the  note  was  deftroyed. 

A  a  3  Mr. 
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"yif,  WaiVn&E  /wl  Gen  ^rx^AirprcK  1>«ue  tqt- 
tfejopy  tfj  the j£oiii>$jief<>  of  the  honourable  «u)d. 
learned  ^emleiuaiij's**  fta^ement. 

Mr.  VV'm  bread  faid  be  was  told  thcftory  on  the 
Monday  aft^i  Mr.  Adam  had  become  acquainted 
With  it,  an  J  ctmlkleied  htmfelf  as  the  depofitary  of 
what  was>  afterwards  to  be  communicated  to  tire  Cotti- 
nvittee;  tftfifcon&lered  it  quite  certain  that  the  note 
was  deftroyetl' 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  and  Mr. 
AoAM  ftated,,  in  ( anfwer  to  a  queftion  from  Mr 
Baan-D,  tha,t  the  whole  courfe  ot  their  conduct  refted 
ioarfjotough  coavi,ft?or|that  the  note  wasdeftroyet? 

J&h  flusKissosr  protpofedr  reading  the  letter  from 
Ifejw-Ximeiieivdeprecatmg  the  mention  that  had 
been  made  of  his  name  tn  the  courfe  of  the  inquiry. 
The  letter  ftated  that  Major  Ximenes  never  had  any 
interctturfe  with  Mrs  ,Claike,  dire&ly  or  indire&ly , 
ri>at  he'  had  ferved  tea  years  in  the  army  before  he 
wa!S  made  a  major,  that  at  the  time  he  was  promoted, 
Tie  was.  in  America  Irle  intreated  to  be  examined  at 
the  Bar  on  thefe  points,  and  oblened,  that  his  ble- 
ther was  in  waiting  to  corroborate  what  he  bad  ad- 
vanced Mr.  Huflufibn  moved,  that  Major  Xtmenes 
be  called  in,  but  the  motion  was  oppoied,  on  the 
gtoand  that  any  fuch  11  relevant  examination  would 
be  only  wafting  the  time  of  the  Commtttee. 

It  was  fuggefted  by  another  member, '  that  tlie  ex- 
amination ot  the  major  was  unneceffafy. 

Mr.  Benj  Town,  was  called  in,  and  examined 
by  the  Committee,  as  follows 

Mr.  C.  Adakii  S  State  to  the  Committee  your  name ? 
A%  Benjamin  To^n. 

S.  tprefome,  then, 4  you  are  of  the  Jewjih^rfuafioa  J 
A,  I  aM., 
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(  m  ) 

S.  You  have  ftated  on  a  former  occafion,  that  in  your 
transitions  with  Mrs.  Clarke,  file  told  you  (he  could  forge 
the  Duke  of  York's  name;  are  you  aware  that  thajfw&fd  is 
applicable  only  to  fraudulent  tranfattions  ? 

A.  That  I  cannot  fay. 

S.  Did  yon  ufe  it  in  that  ienfe  ?— A  No,  I  dtddtstv 

£*k  Did  yoa,  then,  when  you  mentioned  the  word  forge, 
only  mean  the  word  imitate  ?  '  • 

A.  Thofe  were  her  words,  that  fhe  could  forge  yhejDqkei's 
name,  and  (he  has  done  it,  and  (he  (hewed  it  me  immediately 
on  a  piece  of  paper. 

2.  ITid  you  underftand-that  word  forge  to  mean  imitate  ? 

A.  Thofe  were' the  words  that  fhe  expreffed. 

S.  H&d  you,  before  you  gave  your  evidence  htf&tin'a. 
former  occafion,  read  in  the  newfpaper  that  part  of 
Clarke's  evidence,  wherein  me  fpoke  of  you  as  a  Jew,  and 
faid,  perhaps  you  might  have  ftolen  a  letter  or  two  from  hey? 

A.  I  never  faw  the  paper,  nor  never  heard  of  it. 

<£.  Did  you  fay  that  Mrs.  Clarke  bad  forged  the  Duke's 
hand-writing  ? 

A.  She  faid  fhe  could,  and  (he  has  done  it;  that  flie  has* 
forged  the  Duke's  name,  and  flie  fliewed  it  me  on  a  piece  of 

paper. 

2.  What  is  your  name  ? — A,  Benjamin  Town. 

Lm  d  Fdkfl  .ne,    <£.  How  long  have  you  had  that  nam«»? 

A.  My  father's  name  is  Town. 

5.  Does  your  father  go  by  the  name  of  Town? — A.  Yes. 
How  long  has  he  gone  by  the  rame  of>  Town  ? 

■A-  That  I  do  not  know. 

Q.  Have  you  never  known  him  by  any  other?— A.  Nd* 

6.  Recollect  yourfelf  ?— A.  No,  I  have  not. 
(?.  What  is  your  father? — A,  He  is  a  Jew. 
S.  What  is  his  trade  ? 

A.  He  is  an  artift,  he  teaches  ve?vct-  painting, 
'  <-  Q.  How  long  has  he  taught  veivet-pat:,nr:_gi 

A.  Many  years. 

Dp  you  remember  your  father  carrying.on  any  other' 
trade  but  that  of  velvet-painting?  " 

4.  That  I, do  not  know,  he  might;  ladies  have  now  and 
then,  I  fuppdfe,'  aikedhim  to  recommend  fome  jewellery  tt> 
them,  and  I  think  he  has  fent  different  jewelleries  to  the 
ladies, 

A  a  3  £  Did 


270  ) 


2.  Did  you  ever  know  him  go  by  the  name  of  Lyons  i 
A.  No,  never. 

<^  I  underftood  you  to  fay,  that  Mrs.  Clarke  told  you 
fhe  could  forge  the  Duke  of  York's,  hand,  and  that  (he 
actually  forged  his  hand  in  your  prefence  ? 

A.  She  faid  that  (he  could,  and  Ihe  has  done  it,  and  (he 
{hewed  it  me  on  a  piece  of  paper,  and  I  could  not  tell  the  dif- 
ference between  the  two. 

How  could  you  tell  it  was  the  Duke  of  York's 
hand-writing  A.  I  did  not  know  only  as  (he  told  me. 

Sir.  T.  Tutton.    2.  What  do  you  mean  by  forging  ? 

A.  I  do  not  know  ;  thofe  were  her  words ;  I  only  tell  yon 
what  (he  told  me. 

Mr.  Wardle.  £.  Did  you  appear  as  a  witnefs  at  the 
Seffions  at  Clerkenwell  ? 

A.  Yes,  I  did  ;  it  is  a  confiderable  time  back. 

Do  you  know  Mr.  Alley,  a  barrifter,  and  recollect  any 
fuch  bai  nfter  at  thofe  feffions  ? 

A.  Yes;  he  was,  I  believe,  Mr.  Smith's  counfel. 

£>.  State  vhether  any  thing  particular  happened  at  that 
feffions  with  regard  to  your  evidence? 

A.  I  do  not  lecolleft. 

<3.  Endeavour  to  recollect  whether  Mr.  Alley  in  that  court, 
pfed  any  ftrong  expreffions  to  you  ? 

A.  I  do  not  recollect  any  ;  he  faid  that  I  was  a  Jew,  and 
that  all  ihe  Jews  ought  to  be  puniflied,  or  fomething  of  that 
kind ;  he  made  ufe  of  fome  language  which  1  cannot  re- 
coiled *  ,• 

SK  Is  any  indictment  now  hanging  over  your  head  for 
perjury  ?  [The  witnefs  was  directed  to  withdraw. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  objected  to 
this  queftion.  How  could  it  affect  the  credit  of  this 
witnefs  that  there  was  a  proceeding  mftituted  againft 
another  perfon  ? 

The  member  who  had  before  fpoken  on  this  fub- 
jeet,  ftill  believed  the  witnefs  was  implicated  from 
his  great  hefitatiori. 

[The  witnefs  was  again  called  in,  and  the  queftion 
iv  us  propofed.] 

A.  No. 
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A.  No. 

<£.  Do  you, know  of  any  proceedings? 

A:  I  know  there  is  a  proceeding,  but  I  do  nqt  know  upo» 
What  grounds;  it  it  is  not  againft  me;  it  is  not  .belonging 
to  me. 

[The  witnefs  was  directed  to  withdraw. 

[The  witnefs  was  again  calied  in.] 

£.  Are  you  Aire  that  yoa  are  in  no  way  conne£led  with 
that  proceeding  ? 

A.  I  do  not  know  whether  it  is  my  filler  or  brother;  I 
cannot  tell  which. 

Q.  Are  you  fure  you  are  no  way  implicated  in  or  con- 
nected with  that  proceeding  f — A  No,  lam  not. 

-Q.  What  is  the  proceeding,  and  againft  whom  ? 

A.  \t  is  fo  long  fince,  I  cannot  tell ;  there  have  been  fo 
many,  and  M.U  Smith  has  loft  them  all,  that  I  cannot  recoi- 
led what  he  is  doing,  or  what  he  intends  doing. 

[The  witnefs  was  directed  to  withdraw. 

William  Adam  Efquire,  made  the  following 
ftatemcnt  m  his  place  :  , 

In  my  examination  this  evening,  I  have  been  afked 
whether  his  Royal  Higlinefs  ftated  to  me,  that  he  had  not 
correfponded  with  Mrs** Clarke  upon  military  matters ;  ia 
anfwer 'to  which  I  faid,  that  his  Royal  Highnefs  did  not  re- 
collect ever  having  correfponded  withher  upon  military  mat- 
ters; or,  if  he  had,  very  rarely.  The  latter  part  of  thatanfwer 
is  erroneous,  and  without  that  addition,  of  ««  very  rarely," 
the  anfwer  is  correct. 

().  Did  the  Duke  of  York  ftate  to  you,  that  he  did  not 
recollect  ever  having  written  to  Mrs.  Clarke  about  any  mili- 
tary bufinefs  whatever  ? 

A  The  Duke  of  York  certainly  ftated  to  me,  that  he 
did  not  recollect  to  have  written  to  Mrs.  Clarke  upon  any 
military  matters  whatever.  He  afterwards  faid,  that  if  he 
had  ever  written  to  Mrs.  Clarke  upon  any  military  matters 
whatever,  it  muft  have  been  merely  in  anfwer  to  fome  quef- 
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tion  pot  in  fome  letter  of  her's ;  and  his. Royal  Higjinef&faid 
«xprefsly,that  when  ihe.once  ftated  foniethiM*  to  hirn  earjjr 
in  their  acquaintance,  refpefting  a  promotion. in,  thearmyvhe 
faid,  that  was  bufinefs  he  could  not  liften£o»,and  he  never  heard 
any  thing  more  of  it  afterwards. 

John  Messenger  wag  called  in,  and  examfaed  by 
the  Committee,  as  follows : 

Mr.  Hujkiffon.    ^  What  is  your  fituation  in  life  ? 

A.  I  live  with  Mr.  Parker. 
•  2:  What  is  he  ? — A.  A  goldfmith. 

S.  Does  he  receive  goods  in  pledge  ? — A.  He  does, 

4>.  He  is  a  Pawnbroker  ? — A.  He  is. 

JLdrJ  Folkftone.  ^  Did  Mrs.  Clarke  ever  pledge  any 
goods  with  Mr.  Parker  1—A.  Yes,  ftie  did. 

2.  Did  Mrs  Clarke  ever  apply  to  Mr.  Parker  to  difeount 
any  bills  ? — A.  Yes,  (he  did. 

2.  Among  the  bills  fo  difcounted,  were  there  any  drawn 
by  Mr.  Dowler  upon  Mrs.  Farquhar  ? 

A.  Yes,  there  was  one. 

3.  State  the  date  of  that  bill  and  the  amount  ? 

A.  1  he  biRwas  dated  on  the  11th  of  June,  1805,  at  tw^ 
months  afte/date. 

What  did  the  bill  purport  to  be  ? 
A.  For  three  hundred  and  fixty-three  poinds  drawn  by 
Bowlerand  accepted  by  Farquhar  ?  - 
4>.  What  is  the  Chriftian  name  of  Dowler  I 
A.  I  do  not  know. 

What  is  the  Chriftian  name  of  Farquhar  ? 
A.  1  do  not  know  j  Mrs.  Clarke  has  credit  by  bill  of 
Dowler  on  Farquhar, 

Q,  Did  Mr.  Parker  difeount  that  bill?— A.  Hedidt 

Was  it  paid  when  it  became  due  ? — A.  No,  it  was  not. 
Q.  Did  Mr.  Dowler  draw  any  other  bills  ? 
A.  No,  I  believe  not,  not  to  my  kaowkfge  3  I  do  not 
jerceive  any  other  bill  drawn  by  Dowler. 

Is  there  no  other  bill  drawn  by  the  n?.m,  t  f  Farquhar  ? 
A.  None  drawn  by  Farquhar;  there  are  others  drawn  by 
Mrs.  Clarke,  and  accepted  by  Mrs,  Farquhar, 
$>.  Were  thofe  bills  paid  i 
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it.  No,  hot  the  day  they  were  due;  there  was.  ©ne  for 
tine  hundred  poand»>  which  we  difeounted  f©r  her  on  the 
13th  July  1805. 

tf.  That  Was  not  paid  when  due  ? 

J.  No i  another  on  the  1 9th  of  September* "draws  by 
Clarke  on  Farquhar  at  two  months. 

<?>  Was  that  paid  when  due  r 

A.  No;  on  the  27th  of  September  we  discounted  another, 
drawn  by  Clarke  on  Farquhar  the'27th  ofSeptember,  at  two 
months,  for  one  hundred  pounds. 

£>.  Was  that  paid  when  due  ? 

A.  No,  I  believe  it  was  not ;  that  is  the  whok  that  w« 
difeounted.  ■ 

S.  How  were  thofe  bills  taken  up  ? 
v  A.  We  receiyed  on  the  19th  of  September  a  draft  of  the 
Duke  oi  York's^  dated  on  the  18th  of  January  1806,  for 
four  hundred  pounds,  dated  forwards  three  months  5  it  was 
due  Sn  the  18th  of  February. 

St,  How  were  the  others  taken  up  ? 

A.  On  the  4th  of  December,  we.  have  credited  her  with 
a  bill  of  Bell  on  Pritchard,  for  one  hundred  pounds; 
another  drawn  by  $ell  on  Millard,  for  one  fuindred  pounds. 

jg.  Were  any  orheis  taken  up  by  any  draft  or  check  of  the 
Duke  of  York's. " 

A.  We  received  on  the  10th  of  February  1806,  a  pro- 
miffory  note,  drawn  by  the  Dukeof  York,  payable  to  Parker, 
dated  on  the  8th  of  February,  at  four  months,  for  two  hun- 
dred and  thirty  pounds. 

Had  Mr.  Parker  jewels  or  otner  property  of  Mrs. 
Clarke's,  in  his-  poffeflion,  as  a  fecurity  for  thofe  advances  ? 

A.  .Yes. 

<2-  Were  there  any  bills  in  1805  ? 

A-  The  one  for  four  hundred  pounds  was  taken  in  1805. 

S.  Does  your  beok  ftate  whatptedge  was  redeemed 'by  that 
bill  in  September  1805. 

A.lt  was  difeounted;  no  pledge  was  redeemed  in  September. 

^.  Did  Mrs  Clarke  depofit  any  goods  i»  pledge  W 
the  year  1 805         That  1 4%nq^ recollect. 

^,Dbes,  not  your  book  ftate.  that  ? — J,  No,, 

{The  wiWfs  was  dire&ed  |o  withdraw, 

v  £The  following  entry  was  read  from  the  Gazette  of 
September  4,  1804; 
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e<  48ih  ie?iment  of  foot,  Lieutenant  Wiflism  Fry 
French  to  be  Captain,  without  purchase,  vice  Colcruhoutv, 
promoted  in  the  14th  Battalion  of  keserve  " 

[The  following  entry  was  read  from  the  Gazette  of 

the  6th  of'  O&ober,  1804:] 

"  21th  regiment  of  foot,  Ensign  Henry  Cio'.tv, 
fiora  the  48th  foot,  to  be  Lieutenant  without  purchrike, 

Mifs  Taylor  was  called,  but  was  notin  attendance. 

Mr.  Beresford  wifhed  to  afk  fome  queftions  ie- 
fpefiting  the  poft  marks  of  the  correfpondence  On  the 
table;  and  the  ChanceiLor of  the  Exchequer,  un- 
dertook that  they  fhould  all  be  printed  with  the  letters. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  then  faid 
that  there  were  two  witneffes  neeefTary  to  be  exami  ned 
again  ;Mrs.  Clarke,  forthe  purpofe  of  giving  evidence 
as  to  all  her  correfpondence  with  the  Duke  of  York ,  to 
the  time  of  her  feparauon  from  him ;  but  as  fhe  would 
not  be  likely  to  be  in  readinefs  for  attendance  for  a 
day  ortwo,  he  thought  the  Committee  had  better  ad. 
journ  till  Wednefday. 

[The Chairman  was  directed  to  report  progrefs,  and 
afk  leave  to  fit  again.] 

Mr.  Williams  Wynne  faid  that  as  foon  as  the 
names  on  the,  lift  were  difpofed  of,  he  iTiould  take  an 
early  opportunity  of  bringing  forward  the  prevarica- 
tion of  General  Clavering. 

Captain  Satidori  was  ordered  to  be  remanded  to 
Newgate. 

Adjourned  at  three  o'clock. 

On  Wednesday  the  22nd.  of  February 
General  Loftus  moved,  that  Mr.  Frederick  Smith 
atfv  1  on  the  Committee  to  whom  it  was  referred 
i-o  cu  '.f'der  the  conduct  of  the  Duke  of  York. — Or- 
dered 

It  was  alfo  ordered,  that  Mrs.  Jacobs  do  attend  the 
faid  0<5tr  :riittee. 

On 
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On  the  motion  of  Mr.  Wardle  the  Houfe  then 
went  into  a  Committee  on  the  condugfc  of  his  Royal 
Highnefs  the  Commander  in  Chief. 

;       [Mr.  Wharton  in  the  Chair.] 

The  Serjeant  being  ordered  to  call  in  Mrs.  Mary 
Ann  Clarke,  reported  that  the  was  not  in  at- 
tendance. 

Lord  Milton  moved  that  Colonel  Hamilton  be 
called  in. 

Colonel  Digby  Hamilton  was  called  in,  and  ex- 
amined by  the  Committee,  as  follows  : 

Lord  Milton.  S.  When  did  you  firft  know  Captain  San- 
don  was  in  poffefiion  of  that  note,  which  is  now  in  the  pof- 
feffion  of  the  Houfe  ? 

A.  He  informed  me  fo  at  Portfmbuth,  the  day  that  he  ar- 
rived. 

Was  that  before  or  after  the  commencement  of  the  in- 
quiry in  this  Houfe  ? 

A.  It  was  after  the  inquiry  commenced. 

&.  When  did  you  firftjeommunicate  this  intelligence,  and 
to  whom  did  you  communicate  it  ? 

A.  The  communication  was  made  to  me  pn  Wednefday, 
and  on  the  Saturday  following  I  communicated  it  to  Mr, 
Adam. 

(h  Did  Captain  Sandon  tell  you,  that  he  confidered  this 
note  of  great  importance  to  the  prefent  inquiry  ? 

A.  I  do  not  recollecl:  that  he  did. 

Did  Captain  Sandon  tell  you,  that  he  believed  this  note 
was  forged  ?,  » 

A.  Certainly  not;  no  converfation  of  the  fort  took  pLvce 
between  Captain  Sandon  and  myfelf. 

<£.  When  you  firft  faw  the  note,  did  you  believe  that  it 
was  forged  or  genuine  ? 

In  my  opinion,  I  thought  it  to  be  the  hand  writing  of 
the  Duke  of  York,  and  therefore  I  did  not  conceive  it  to  be 
iorged. 

Q.  Are  you  acquainted  with  the  hand-writing  of  the  Duke 
of  York  ?  _  _  .  . 

,  4  I  have  never  feen  his  Royal  Highnefs  write ;  I  have 
fcad  occafion  to  fee  letters,  which  I  was  led  to  believe  were 
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Iijs  Royal  Hlghnefs's  writing ;  and  I  have  alfo  feen  hi*  fig* 
nature  to  public  documents. 

Did  you  defire  Captain  Sanson  not  to  deftroy  this 
note  ? 

A.  Repeatedly,  and  laid  the  ftrongeft  injundHofts  upon  hint 
to  that  effeft. 

<j>.  When  you  communicated  this  intelligence  to  Mr» 
Adam,  yoa  believed  that  the  note  was  in  exiftenee  I 

A-  Judging  from  what  Captain  Sandon  had  promifed  me» 
when  I  faw  him  at  Portfmouth,  I  took  for  granted  that  he 
h^d  not  deftroyed  the  note ;  I  had  no  communication 
with  him  after  1  faw  htm  o«  the  bufinefs  till  I  met  him 
on  the  morning  of  my  feeing  Mr.  Adam,  which  was 
fabfeuuent  to  my  mentioning  the  occurrence  to  Mr.  Adam. 

£>.  Did  Captain  Sandon  tell  you,  that  he  thought  it  would 
be  beft  to  deftroy  the  note  f — A.  No. 

Mr.  Wilfott.  2.  Did  Captain  Sandon  communicate  to 
you  any  thing  of  his  motives  for  wiihing  to  deftroy  the 
note  ? 

//.  1  had  no  intimation  whatever  from  Captain  Sandon 
©f  fuchr  an  intention ;  I  .  only  knew,  or  believed,  the 
note  to  be  deftroyed,  upon  his  informing  me  that  he  had 
«lone  fo. 

Ch<tttCflkr  of  the  Exchequer.  £>  Was  the  occafion  of  Cap- 
tain Sandon's  ftating  to  you  that  he  had  deftroyed  the- 
note,  on  your  returning  from  Mr.  Adam  and  rayfeif  with 
a  direction  to  him  not  to  deltroy  it  ? 

A.  It  perhaps  would  be  more  fatisfaclory'to  the  Houfe^ 
if  I  were  to  ftate  the  reafons  which  led  to  Captain  Sandon *s 
making  that  declaration  to  me:  After  I  had  feen  Mr.  Adam, 
I  made  an  appointment  with  Captain  Sandon  to  meet  me  at 
the  Britifh  Colfee  houfe  at  two  o'clock  on  the  fame  day: 
previous  to  going  to  the  Britifh  Coffee-houfe,  I  had  the 
benour  of  an  interview  with  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer; I  was  defired  to  repeat  what  I  had  pievioufly  ftated 
to  Captain  Sandon,  the  neceffity  of  his  preferving  all  the 
papers,  and  that  he  mould  conS-  "  himfelf  ftritS!)'  to  the  truth 
in  his  examination  before  this  I  cmorable  Houfe.  When  I 
went  to  the  Britifh  Coffee-houfe.-  there  were  fevefal  perfons 
in  the  room,  and  I  did  not  cor  that  a  proper  place  to 
talk  upon  fuch  a'fubjett ;  I  t>"-22"d  ':'ffl  £o  accompany  me, 
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as  I  was  going  towards  the  city :  In  going  towards  Temple- 
bar,  he  faid,  Colonel,  I  am  forry  that  I  hare  not  complied 
with  the  whole  of  your  injunctions,  fori  have  deftroyed 
the  note.  I  told  him  that  he  had  done  extremely  wrong ; 
that  it  would  be  of  ferious  confequence,  and  tha.t  it  mufr. 
be  his  own  affair;  I  had  nointercourfe  whatever  with  Cap- 
tain Sandon  from  that  period  till  the  day  of  his  commitment 
by  this  honourable  Houfe;  he  came  to  call  tipon  me  on  the 
morning  of  that  day;  I  met  him  after  I  left  my  lodging  irt 
Oxford  ftreet;  he  mentioned,  that  he  came  to  explain  to 
a>e  that  he  had  not  deftroyed  the  note,  but  that  he  did  not 
rfiean  to  produce  it.  I  told  him  he  would  do  extremely 
wrong,  and  that  I  could  only  repeat  the  injunctions  I  had 
formerly  givenJrim,  and  that  I  did  not  mean  to  difcufs  the 
fubjeft  futther.  After  fome  converfation  as  to  regimental 
bufmef-,,  wc  parted,  Captain  Sandon  ftated,  that  the  pa- 
pers were  his  own,  and  that  he  thought  he  had  a  right  'to 
do  whatevei  he  thought  proper  with  them. 

Mr.  Aid.  Cor/iie.  g.  Did  Captain  Sandon  tell  you  why 
lie,  did  not  mean  to  produce  the  papers  ? 

A.  No,  he  did  not  affign  any  reafon  whatever. 

•Q,  In  the  firft  converfation  you  had  with  Captain  Sandon, 
or  at  a  future  converfation  when  he  produced  the  note,  did 
he  fay  they  had  forgotten  this  ? 

A,  It  is  impoffible  for  me  to  recollect  at  what  period  he 
mentioned  to  me  that  he  did  not  confine  his  obfervations  to 
the  note,  but  he  faid,  he  believed  the  party  who  brought 
forward  the  Inquiry  were  not  aware  that  fuch  papers  were 
in  his  pofleffion. 

Mrl  Thompfoi.  £>.  In  your  firft  converfation  with  Cap- 
tain Sandon  upon  this  fubjeft,  did  Captain  Sandon  promife 
that  he  would  preferve  the  note ;  upon  the  fecond  interview, 
did  he  not  tell  you  that  he  had  deftroyed  the  note;  and  upon 
a  fubfequent  interview,  did  he  not  tell  you  that  it  was  not 
deftroyed  ? 

A.  No,  that  is  not  the  order  of  things.  Captain  Sandon 
promifed  me  that  he  would  follow  the  whole  of  my  injunc- 
tions; Idid  not  lay  any  particular  ftrefs  upon  that  note,  or 
any  note,  but  told  him  to  preferve  all  the  papers,  to  fpeak 
the  truth,  and  not  to  prevaricate;  it  was  a  general  injunc- 
tion, but  nothing  fpecific.  With  refpedl  to  the  note,  that 
was  the  firft  coriveifation;  the  fecond  converfation  was  of 
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the  lame  tendgncy ;  it  was  at  the  third  interview,  after  we 
left  the  British  CofTee-houfe^he  infonned  rae  that  he  had 
deftroyed  the  note. 

^.  And  upon  the  fourth,  he  informed  you  it  was  ftill  ia 
his  pofleflion  ? 

A.  More  than  a  week,  probably  a  fortnight,  had  elapfed 
before  he  told  me  the  note  was  in  his  poITeflion,  becaufe  it 
Was  on  the  Saturday  after  the  interview  with  Mr.  Adam* 
that  I  learned  he  had  deftroyed  the  note,  and  I  exprefled 
furprife  that  he  had  done  fo.  I  did  not  fee  Captain  Sandon, 
except  getting  out  of  a  gentleman's  carriage,  the  day  of  his 
examination,  when  I  had  not  further  converfation  than  my 
exprefling  that  I  hoped  he  had  ftot  had  any  intercourfe either 
with  Mr.  Lowten  or  the  other  party ;  but  nothing  palled 
further  on  the  fubjecl  of  the  papers  till  the  morning  of  the 
■day  that  he  was  committed. 

<£.  A  fortnight  after  Captain  Sandon  had  faid  that  he  had 
jieftroyed  the  note,  he  informed  you  that  he  had  not  de- 
ftroyed the  note,  which  was  on  the  day  of  his  examination 
here  ? — A.  Exa&ly  fo. 

Q.  When  you  copied  the  note,  was  the  note  }n  an  enve- 
Jope  ;  was  there  any  cover  upon  the  note,  and  if  fo,  did  you 
obfeive  the  hand-writing  of  the  direction  upon  that  cover? 

A.  If  my  recolledion  is  correct,  I  believe  that  it  was  not  in- 
clofed  in  a  cover;  the  direction  was  fomething  like  Farquhar, 
Efq.  I  believe  George  Farquhar,  Efq.  and  the  hand-writing 
appeared  to  me  not  to  be  the  fame  with  the  contents  of  the 
note ;  it  was  not  written  with  that  freedom  and  eafe  whicfe 
the  contents  of  the  note  were. 

What  indaced  you  to  copy  that  note  particularly  ? 
A-  I  was  defircd  by  Mr.  Adam  to  do  fo. 
Mr.  V/.  Wynne.  You  have  mentioned  the  very  proper 
advice  which  you  gave  Captain  Sandon,  to  preferve  care- 
fully every  paper,  and  not  to  prevaricate  before  this  Houfef 
but  to  fpeak  nothing  but  the  truth;  were  you  induced  to 
give  that  advice  limply  by  a  coniideration  of  its  general 
propriety,  or  in  confequenee  of  any  thing  that  had  paffed' 
with  Captain  Sandon,  which,  made  you  think  that  advice 
particularly  neceflary  ? 

A.  I  Qiould  ftate  to  the  Houfe,  that  I  did  not  cohfider 
the  advice  that  I  gave  to  Captain  Sandon  merely  as  the  ad- 
Vice  from  one  individual  to  another;  I  confidered  that  Cap- 
tain 
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fain  Sajndon  Same  to  corrfult  me  as  his  Colon?},  officially ,  on 
the  Iffie  of  conduft  he  fhoutd  purfue ;  I  was  not  influenced 
by  any  other  confiderations  but  thoie  of  duty,  but  I  gave 
hiili  (hat  advice  wbifch  I  thpught  every  man  of  hoao»i>  anel 
every  officer^  ought  to  foMow. 

■  £>.  Then  the  Committee  is  to  underftand,  that  nqthing 
had-beeri  faid  by  Captain  Sandon  which  raifed  in  your  mind 
» doubt  whether  Captain  Sandon  might  not  prevaricate  and 
keep  back  certain  papers? 

A.  No,  noit  even  an  infwuatjon  on  hjs  parf. 

g.  Upon  what'day  was  it  that  Captain  Sandon  informed 
you  that  he  had  not  deftroyed  the  paper,  but  had  kept  it 
back  from  this  Ho«fe  \—A.  The  day  of  his  commitment. 

^  What  fteps  did  you-  take  in  confeqaence  of  that  com- 
munication £ 

A.  I  thought  it  my  duty  to  inform  Mr.  Adam  ahd  Mr, 
JLowten-bf  the  cifcudiferice,  and  Mr.  Harrifon. 

g.  Did  yon  inform  thofe  gentlemen  of  the  cireumffande  ? 
J.  l  did— 

Q.  At  what  time  ori  that  day  did  you  inform  thofe  gen- 
tMrhen  of  it,  and  in  what  manner  ? 

A.  It  was  probably  about  five  o'clock,  it  was  when  Mr, 
/fdam-eime  to  ths  Houfe  ;  I  met  Mr.  Harrifon  %coroin"g  to 
tfte  Houfe,  and  I  went  up  flairs  to  Mr.  Low  ten ;  trie  com- 
munication was  made  in  ihe  courfe  of  half  an  hour  t»  thofe 
gentlemen,  and  probably  about  five  o'cioek. 

Mr.  Adam  il.  Are  you  quite  certain  that  I  was  pfef?nt 
a6  the  time  you-made  that  communication  ? 

A.  To  the-  other  two  gentlemen  i  No,  I  fpoke  to  the; 
three  gentlemen  feparateiy. 

£.  A»e  yoa  quite  oeitain  you  made  that  communication 
to  me  ? 

,  A.  Upon  ray  honour  I  cannot  fpeak  decidedly;  I  either 
did,  ,or  thought  I  did,  or  defired  Mr  Harrifon  to  mention 
it  to  Mr.  Adam;  I  did  not  attach  any  importance  to  the  cir- 
camftahce  <(t  the  moment,  and  it  ha:  not  attached  itfelf  fo 
to  my  mind  as  to  ftate  it  precifely,  but  if  not,  I  certainly 
defired  Mr.  Harrifon  to  mention  it  to  yon. 

2.  From  the  time  that  I  converfed  with  you  at  the  Horfe 
Guards  on  Monday  the  5th  of  February,  have  I  not  avoided 
all  intercourfe  or  communication  with  you  upon  the  fubjecl: 
of  the. proceedings  on  this  Inquiry? 

B  b  2  4.  So 
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A.  So  tnuch  fo,  that  Mr.  Adam  has  avoided  fpeaking  to 
aie  Upon  matters  that  did  not  relate  to  it. 

Mr.  C.  Wynne.  2.  Did  you,  defire  Mr  Harrifon  to  com- 
municate this  intelligence  to  any  perfon  ? 

A.  I  have  already  ftated  that  I  deli  red  him  to  mention  it 
to  Mr.  Adam. 

[The  Witnefs  was  directed  to  withdraw." 

In  anfwer  to  a  queftton  from  Mr.  Perceval,  the 
witnefs  faid  that  nothing  was  to  be  done  till  the  fact 
of  the  actual  exiftenee  of  the  note  was  afcertained. 

£The  Witnefs  was  again  called  in.] 
Lard  Milton.    Q.  You  did  not  communicate  what  yon 
knew  concerning  this  note  to  Mr.  Wardle  ? 

A.  I  have  not  had  any  intercourfe,  nor  have  I  any  know- 
ledge whatever  of  Mr.  Wardle. 

i£.  Why  fhould  you  communicate  it  to  one  fide  and  not 
to  the  other? 

4.  I  have  had  the  honour  of  knowing  Mr.  Adam  foms 
yfat£>  and  I  conceived  I  could  not  go  to  a  more  honourable 
mam  nor  to  a  man  on  whofe  judgment  1  had  a  greater  reli- 
ance than  on  Mr.  Adam's. 

Mr.  Hu  Martin.  You  have  ftated,  that  you  were  induced,'1 
to  take  <t  copy  of  the  note  in  queftion  by  the  advice  which 
had  been  given  to  yeu  by  Mr.  Adam ;  what  induced  yon  to 
make  an  application  to  Mr  Adam  upon  that  fubjecl? 

A.  I  do  not  recoiled  making  any  particular  application  as 
to  the  note ;  I  ftated  the  affair  generally  to  Mr,  Adam,  wit,h-. 
out  dwelling  more  upon  the  note  than  any  other  part,  of  .the< 
tranfaftion. 

g.  Why  was  there  floating  in  your  mind  any  idea.oi"  the, 
neceffity  of  copying  thu  note? 

A.  It  is  not  a  very  eafy  matter  at  an  interval  of  three 
weeks  to  ftate  the  ideas  that  might  have  occurred  to  my 
mind  at  that  moment;  perhaps  I  attached  more  importance 
tq  that  paper,  becaufe  it  was  the  only  paper  that  was  faid  to 
be  the  hand-writing  of  the  Duke  of  York. 

<?.  You  muft  have  had  fome  reafons  for  confuting  with 
Mr.  Adam  refpecling  this  paper;  ftate  what  they  were? 

A.  I  can  offer  no  particular  reafons ;  I  can  affign  no  other 
reafons  than  thofe  I  have  had  nx  honour  already  to  offer  to, 
?he  Houfe ;  roy  opinion  of  his  honour,  his  integrity,  and 

his. 
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his  public  charaftei  were  fuch,  that  I  thought  I  could  not 
do  a  naQK  proper  aft  than  to  lay  the  matter  before  him,_ 

<£.  You  have  ftated,  that  previous  to  going  to  the,Briti(h 
Coffee-honfe,  you  had  an  interview  with  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  at  what  period  was  that  ? 

A.  After  I  returned  to  Mr.  Adam,  and  communicated  to- 
him  that  I  had  feen  the  note,  and  read  a  copy  of  the  note, , 
he  faidj  that  the  moft  advifable  meafure  was,  for  Mr.  Per-- 
ceval  to  be  informed  of  the  whole  circumftance ;  that'  ha 
would  give  me  a  letter,  and  defired  that  I  would  immedi- 
ately go  fo  Downi'ng-ftreet,  arid  communicate  the  whole  to 
Mr.  Perceval;  which  I  did  immediately,  the  Saturday 
morning,  the  fhft  morning  I  was  in  town. 

This  was  previous  to  your  going  the  firft  time-  to  the" 
Britifli  CofFee-houfe  ? — A-  Previous 

^.  Did  you  at  any  time  tell  Mr.  Adam,  or  the  Chancel- 
lor of  the  Exchequer,  that  the  note  was  deftroyed ;  and  if" 
fo,  when? 

A.  I  never  had  the  honour  of  having  any  communication* 
either  perfonally  or  in  writing,  with  the  Chancellor  of  th« 
Exchequer  after  the  morning  alluded  to.  With  refpect.  t©> 
Me.  Adam,  I  really  cannot  bring  the  thing  home  to  my  re«- 
colle&ion,  whether  I  fpoke  to  him  perfonafly  upon  the  fubi- 
}ec\  but  I  certainly  took  meafures  that  he  might  be  informed 
of  it>  by  acquainting  Mr.  Lowten  or'  Mr.  Harrifon :  it  i* 
impoffible  for  me  to  fay  precifely  how  I. made  the  communi- 
cation ;  it  might  have  been  perfonally. 

Q.  Then  you  never  faw  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer^ 
except  prior  to  your  going  the  firft'  time  to  the  firitifti. 
©dffee-houfe  ? 

A.  I  have  feen1  him  accidentally,  but  had  no  kind  of- 
communication  with- him  whatever ;  I  have  not  had  any  fort' 
or  kind  of  communication  with-the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer fince  the  Saturday  morning  alluded  to 

What  induced  yon  to  feek  a  communication  with  the* 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  on  that  occafion  ? 

A.  I  conveyed  Mr.  Adam's  letter  to  him,  as  I  have  pre- 
vioufly  ftated;  I  was  defired  by  Mr.  Adam  to  communicate' 
to  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  all  that  I  knew. 

Mr.  Adani.  Q.  Do  you  recolleft  having  come  frorh' 
Croydon  to  the  Horfe-Guards  on  Sunday  noo«>  the  5th  of 
February,?' 

B  b  3  4.1  Km 
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A.  I  remained  in  town  on  the  Saturday,  and  therefore 
"I  did -not  cpme  from  Croydon  on  the  Sunday,,  but  I 
was  at  tbfc  Horie-Guards  oa  Sunday  the  5th  of  February  at 
One  o'clock,  , 

i£.  Do  you  recoiled, having  a  very  Ihort  converfation  with 
me  at  the  Horfe  Guards  ? 

A.  I  do  remember  a  few  words  paffed  only. 
.   A.  Do  you  remember  on  that  occafion,  ftating  to  me  that 
Captain  Sandon  had  informed  you,  the  day  before,  that  he 
had  deftroyed  the  note ' — A.  I  do 

.  Lord Folk/lone.  2.  When  did  you  firft  hear  of  the  note  in 
qneftion  ? 

A.  The  note  was  ftated  to  me  by  Captain  Sandon  to  be  in 
fcis'poffefiion,  together  with  other  papers,  in  oar  firft  conver- 
fation at  Portfmouth 

'  <^State  the  whole  of  what  paffed  between  Captain  Sandon 
5|tld  you  upon  that  occafion  ? 

A.  I  will  not  undertake  to  ftate  accurately  or  verbatim* 
•what  paffed  ;  I  will  give  the  purport  of  the  converfation  to 
*he=Houfe,  to  the  beft  of  my  recollection.  Captain  Sandon, 
sffer  reporting  his  arrival  from  Plymouth,  where  he  had 
landed  with  hip  troop,  faid,  Undoubtedly  I  had  read  %hs 
newfpapers,  and  had  feen  his  name;  mentioned  as  having  had 
ipmething  to  do  with  thefe  tranfaftions ;  that  he  wifhed  to 
^onfulf  me  as  his  Colonel,  what,  was  the  line  of  conduct  he 
Ihould  purfue,  and  that  to  enable  me  to  judge  of  the  matter, 
he  would  gtve  me  all  the  information  he  poffeffed;  and  that 
when  he  came  to  town  he  would  allow  me  to  look  at  all  the 
papers  that  were  in  his  cuftody.  He  began  by  ftating,  that 
he  met  with  a  Gentleman  (he  did  not  name  him,  nar  had  I 
any  curiofity  to  know  who  he  might  be)  who  talked  ^o  him 
on  military  matters,  and  who  alked  him  whether  he  knew 
officers  who  might  have  money,  but  were  withoqt  interest 
to  get  promotion;  he  faid  undoubtedly  there  might  be  fuch 
perfons'  in  the  army,  but  at  that  moment  he  could  not  give 
any  names,  but  that  he  would  make  inquiiy  ;  that  he  afte»- 
wards  met  with  a  Mr.  Donovan,  who  had  ferved  in  General 
Tarleton's  legion  in  the  American  war,  and  had  been 
■wounded  there.  Mr.  Donovan  had  been  furgeon  to  the  fup- 
plementary  militia,  of  which  regiment  he  had  been  Lieutenant 
Colonel ;  that  he  understood  Donovan  was  endeavour- 
ing to  negociate  the*  {ale  of  cornmiflions,  and  was,.iaftort,, 
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what  is  railed  an  army  broker,  and  that  he  confidered  him 
a  very  likely  perfon  to  be  able  to  point  out  the  defcription  of 
petfons  1  have  before  ftated.  That  fubfequently  to  .that  hs 
met  with  Colonel  French  at  the  houfe  of  Major  Poole,  who 
is  fince  dead,  and  who  lived  in  Sloane-iheet ;  that  upon 
aflting  Colonel  French  his  motives  for  coming  to  town, 
having  come  from  the  country,  he  faid  that  he  had  come  up 
to  endeavour  to  do  himfelf  ferviee  in  the  way  of  recruiting 
the  army.  Captain  Sandon  then  related  to  him  what  I  have 
previoufly  ftated,  that  a  gentleman  had  promifed  him  very 
powerful  ftpport,  and  that  they  had  concerted  the  meafure 
of  raifing  a  levy;  that  he  faw  a  gentleman,  and  the  terms 
were  agreed  upon.  1  do  not  recoiled  thefpecific  funis,  but 
I  think  five  hundred  pounds  was  to  be  paid  upon  the  meafuie 
being  acceded  to  on  the  part  of  his  Royal  Highnefs  the 
Commander  in  Chief,  that  this  matter  went  on  lor  fome 
time,  and  that  he  had  not  the  remoteft  idea  through  what 
channel  the  acquiefcence  to  the  requeft  had  been  granted  ; 
that  the  application  had  been  regular  and  official,  and  the 
anfwers  were  official.  Sometime  after  this  he  had  au  appli- 
cation made  to  him  refpefting  the  promotion  of  Captain 
Tonyu.  Captain  Tonyn  was  to  lodge,  I  believe,  five 
hundred  guineas  on  being  appointed  to  a  Majority.  Cap. 
tain  Tonyn  had  been  kept  in  fufpence  fome  time,  and  was 
defirous  to  withdraw  his  fecurity,  I  fhould  have  previoufly 
fiated,  that  he  had  lodged  a  fecurity  for  the,  payment  of  that 
fum  ;  that  upon  his  having  made  this  overture  to  withdraw 
this  fecurity1,  Captain  Sandon  received  a  note,  which  is  the 
note  in  queftion,  to  fay,  that  the  promotion  fhould  not  go 
on.  '  That  fome  time  after,  upon  Captain  Tonyn  finding  he 
was  not  likely  to  gain  the  Majority,  he  requeued  that  the 
thing  might  go  on>  and  that  he  would  content  to  the  fecu- 
rity remaining  where  it  was ;  that  he  then  received  a  fecond 
note,  to  fay  that  the  promotion  would  go  on,  and  mention* 
ing  the  day  it  would  be  gazetted,  and  then  he  ftated  to  me 
that  both  notes  were  in  his  polfeffion  ;  but  it  is  necefiary  I 
(hould  add;  that  Captain  Sandon  fully  explained  to  me  at 
the  imoment,  that  the  whole  party  had  been  deceived ;  that 
they  had  been  led  to  believe  that  there  was  a  certain  influ- 
ence by  which  thofe  objegts  were  to  be  accompliftied, 
which,  ultimately,  they  found  did  not  exift,  and,  that  it 
was  riot  tiatil  confiderable  fums  of  money  had  been  paid  by 
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him  trtresgk  tha  medium  of  another  perfon,  that  he  onder- 
flood  that  influence  was  to  be  procured  through  the  medium 
ef  Mrs.  Clarke. 

[The  witnefo  was  direfted  to  withdraw* 

Lord  Polketone,  here  addreffed  the  Chairman, 
and  laid  that  he  had  juft  received  an  intimation  that 
Mrs.  Clarke  was  arrived,  for  the  purpofe  of  at- 
tending the  Committee.,  and  as  fhe  had  been  greatly 
indifpofed,  he  hoped  the  Committee  would  have  no 
objection  to  examine  her  immediately,  that  fhemight 
be  detained  as  fhort  a  time  as  poffible. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  faid,  that 
&» .a  wittiefs.'was  under  examination"  it  would  be 
irregular  to  do  it;  but  in  confideration  of  Mrs; 
Clarke's  indifpofition,  he  fhould  not  make  any  ob- 
jection to  it. 

Sir  T.  Turton  thought  there  was  great  irregu- 
larity in  it,  and  that  the  examination  of  the  wit- 
nefs  who  had  juftlelt  the  bar  fhould  be  proceeded 
with.  - 

7'he  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  replied,  *hat 
he  bad  acknowledged  there  was  an  irregularity  in  the 
proceeding,  but  under  the  circumflances  of  the  cafe 
he  thought  that  Mrs.  Clarke  fhould  be  examined  im- 
mediately. 

A  chair  was  ordered  for  Mrs.  Clarke,  inconfequence 
of  her  indifpofition,  and  fhe  was  ordered  to  come  to 
the  bar.  ^ 

Mrs.  Mary  Anne  Clarke  was  called  in,  and  ex- 
amined by  the  Committee,  as  follows : 

Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  £>.  Have  you  brought  with 
with  you  the  two  laft  notes  yoa  received  from  his  Royal 
Highnefs  ? 

t  A.  What  were  mentioned  in  thefummons  did  not  purport 
to  be  the' laft  notes.  His  Royal  Highnefs  did  not  oe&fe  eor* 
refporiding-with  riie  after  we  parted. 
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Q.  The  notes,  supposedto  be  the  last,  were  that  which 
first  notified  to  you  his  Royal  Highness's  intention  oir 
separating  from  you,  and  the  note  he  wrote  immediately1 
afterwards  ? 

4.  Does  his  Royal  Highness  state  those  to  be  the  last 
notes  that  he  sent  to  me  ? — I  never  h<  ard  of  any  others. 
— I  hare  had  many  ;  more  than  fifty  from  him  since 
that." 

Q.  Look  at  that  paper,  and  state  whether  3'ou  recel- 
lect  receiving  a  note  to  that  effect  from  his  Royal  High- 
ness (the  copy  of  a  note  leitig  shewn  to  Mrs.  Clarke). 

A.  May  I  read  this  ? 

Certainly  [Mrs  Clarke  read  the  note). 

A.  I  do  not  recollect  any  thing  about  it;  it  is  very  pos- 
sible J  might  have  received  such  a  letter,  and  very'  pos- 
sibly not.  I  have  been  looking  over  all  those  letters 'I 
have,  for  those  he  sent  me  on  that  day,  and  cannot  firrd 
them.  I  know  he  wrote  one  himself,  and  the  other  Mr. 
Greenwood  wrote  on  that  day,  but  which  the  Duke  co- 
pied out,  and  sent  to  me. 

Q.  Was  the  letter  that  you  did  receive  in  Mr.  Green- 
wood's hand-writing  in  the  same  hand-wiiting  m 
that? 

A.  It  is  so  long  ago  I  cannot  recollect,  but  it  was  the 
longest  letter  that  Mr.  Greenwood  wrote ;  it  was  ft  short 
note  I  had  m  the  morning,  and  the  longest  I  received 
in  the  evening;  it  was  wntten  by  Mr.  Greenwood  ;  hia 
Royal  Highness  copied  it,  and  sent  it  instead  of  coming 
to' dinner.  The  letter  I  received  was  not  in  Mr.  Green- 
wood's hand-writing,  but  1  was  told  Mr.  Greenwood 
wrote  it,  and  his  Royal  Highness  copied  it  and  sent  it 
to  me  ;  they  were  dining  together. 

Q:  You  were  told  Mr.  Greenwood  wrote  it  I 

A.  Yes. 

Q.  By  whom  were  you  told  ? 

A.  His  Royal  Higlmest.'s  servant  toldi  it  to  my  ser- 
icnts.  ■  I  waited  dinner  for  his  Royal  Highness  after  I 
had  been  Mr.  Adam  till  ten  o'clock,  and  sent  down  se- 
vfeial  titnes  to  Portman-squaie  to  kuow  whether  he  dined 
with' me  or  not they  said,  they  fancied  he  dined  vvitE 
rce,  as  he  had  ordered  no  dinner..  Between  eight  of 
isiue  o'clock,  Mr.  Greenw  ood  made  his  appcaiance  in 
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Porfman-s'<|ijare,  and  they  sat  down  to  dinner,  and  after 
«Jtnuer  'Mr.  Greenwood  wrote  that  letter,  and  His  Royal 
Highness  copied  it,  as  I  understood.  I  have  mentioned 
it  in  several  of  my  letters,  since  to  His  Royal  Highness, 
I  'burnt  the  letter.  I  saw  His  Royal  Highness  after- 
wards ib  his  own  house  that  same  night,  but  he  ran  away 
from  me,  after  Mr-,  Greenwood  had  left  him. 

Q.  How  long  have  you  recollected  that  you  have  burnt 
that  letter? 

■A.  Mot  till  just  now.  I  have  burnt  many  of  His  Royal 
Higbness's  letters,  and  lo&t  many  of  his  love-letters ;  those 
are  the  only  letters  that  remain. 

How  long  da  you  recolfeet  that  you  have  burnt 
that  tetter  ? 

■A-  I  cannot  tell  bow  long.  I  have  recollected  it ;  I 
feahre  taany  of  his  love-letters  by  me;  and  when  Colonel 
M'Mahon  mentions  that  I  had  many  letters  in  my  pos- 
session •  that  would  make  much  mischief  betw-een  Hia, 
Royal  Highness  the  Duke  of  York  and  the  Prince  of 
Wales,  I  have  none,  nor  never  mentioned  that  to  him. 

Q.  How  long  have  you  recollected  that  you  bum&l 
that  letter  ?_  -  - 

A.  I  cannot  tell;  I  was  not  certain  that  I  had  burnt  it 
till  I  had  looked  over  my  papers.  I  never  kept  any  thing 
-that  lArad  unpleasant. 

Q.  Did  Vou  ever  know  Mrs.  Favery  by  any  other  name 
Taut  that  of  Favery  i 

A.  I  have*learned  a  great  deal  since  last  night. 

Q.  Were  vou  ever  acquainted  with  her  when  she  went 
■und'er  any  biher  name  than  that  of  Favery  ? 

?A.  Ifo^but  I  have  heard  that  she  bas  made  use  of  niy 
name,  a«d  more  especially  since  last  night,  which  has- 
made  me  very  unhappy  indeed,-  and  I  am  afraid  Mrs. 
Favery  will  be  found  to  have  told  a  great  many,  stories. 
I  did  not  know  that  Mr.  Ellis  *vas  a  peison  that  she  lived 
with  till  she  told  me  after  she  got  home,  and  I  told,  her 
ywterday,  it  would  be  better  to  go  to  Mr.  Ellis  and  tell 
him  what  she  had  done,  and  then  come  forward  to  the^ 
'House,  asking  his  lea\e,  and  uudeceive  them  as  to  what 
she  had  said.  A  day  or  two  after  she  had  been  examined 
at  the  House,  hhe  told  me  he  was  not  a  eaapenter,  but 
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that  he  was  a  clergyman,  and  that  she  was  afraid  of 
bringing  forward  his  name. 
Q.  It  was  not  the  same  day? 

'A.  No;  I  had  no  opportunity  of  speaking  to  her  the 
same  day. 

Q.  How  many  days  after  having  heard  that  she  had 
made  this  misrepresentation  of  Mr.  Ellis,  did  you  desire 
her  to  go  and  inform  Mr.  Ellis? 

A.  She  .did  not  tell  me  what  he  was  till  yesterday- 
morning;  I  then  told  her  to  get  a  hackney-roach  and  go 
down  and  ask  the  gentleman  leave  to  speak  the  truth, 
and  when  she  came  back  last  night,  she  told  me  she  had 
been  married,  which  I  do  not  believe;  I  had  heaid  of  it 
before,  but  did  not  then  believe  it,  and  I  parted  wkh  her 
in  consequence  at  Gloucester-place,  after  telling  His 
Royal  Highness  of  it. 

Q,  It  was  not  till  yesteiday  she  told  you  that  she  had 
misrepresented  Mr.  Ellis'b  situation  in  life? 

A.  No,  it  was  not. 

Q.  What  did  she  tell  you,  at  first,  with  respect  to  her 
evidence? 

A.  I  do  not  recollect  that  she  told  me  any  thing  about 
it;  I  spoke  to  her  some  tune  afterwards,  and  asked  her 
how  she  could  tell  stones  about  my  having  no  company, 
for  I  was  in  the  habit  of  having  very  large  paities  every 
day  the  Duke  dined  out;  and  about  having  three  cooks; 
I  never  had  three  cooks,  as  I  stated  before,  I  only  had  a 
cook  and  his  -attendant. 

Q.  When  did  Mrs.  Favery  first  live  with  you  ? 

A.  Soon  after  I  was  married,  but  she  has  been  in  twenty 
places  -ince. 

Q.  Did  you  give  Mrs.  Favery  a  character  to  Mr.  El- 
Sis? 

A.  Either  me  or  my  sister  did ;  or  some  one  in  the 
house,  1  do  not  recollect  which  ;  we  came  to  town  for  the 
purpose,  some  one  did. 

Q.  Were  you  m  the  habit  of  any  intimacy  with  Mrs. 
Favery  at  the  time  she  lived  with  Mr.  Eilis  A.  No.  . 

Q.  Did  you  ever  call  upon  her  at  Mr.  Ellis's? 

A.  I  do  not  recollect  that  I  ever  did  ;  I  called  to  fetch 
her  away  once  when  I  wanted  her,  I  believe  a  hackney- 
coachman  fetched  her  and  a  young  lady. 

Q.  Did 
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,  t}.  Did  yon  turn  her  away  in  Gloueestcr-plactf  6u  ac- 
count of  her  having  been  married?— A.  Yes,  I  did. 

Q.  How  came  yflu  to  turn  her  away  in  consequence  of 
.  having  heard  that  she  had  been  married  ? 

A.  Because- 1  heard  the  man  was  a  thief,  and  I  had 
lost  some  soup  plates,  and  they  thought  that  he  had 
stolen  them ;  he  was  a  man  of  veiy  bad  character,  atld  J 
heard  there  were  a  gi eat  many  stone* ;  and  the  Duke 
said  it  was  better  that  she  should  go,  and  proper. 

Q.  Mow  long  was,  it  after  you  turned  her  away  that  you 
took  her  into  your  seivice  again  ? 

//.  A  year  and  a  half  full,  I  did  not  take  her  again  till 
I  wanted  her  very  much. 

Q.  Ihn  she  only  lived  with  yon  once  since  ? 

d.  No,  only  once  since  this  tune. 

Q.  flow  long  has  she  lived  with  yon  now  ? 

A.  Yes,  I  believe  that  Mrs.  Nie'holls  and  she  had  a 
fight  at  Maiupstead,  and  I  parted  with  her  then,  I  did 
not  lecollect  that;  and  I  found  Mis.  N-irholls  was  just  a» 
bad  as  Mrs.  Favery,  and  1  took  her  alter* ards;  1  found 
that  there  was  no  difference  between  the  two,  and  Mrs. 
Favery  is  necessary  to  me ;  she  knows  all  my  aflaus,  and 
I  belicne  she  keeps  my  secrets;  I  have  believed  so  tili 
now,  but  now  I  am  afraid  not. 

Q.  How  often,  m  the  whole,  has  Mis.  Favery  been  in 
your  service  ? 

A.  Indeed  I  cannot  tell,  a  great  many  times  hack- 
wards  and  forwards,  because  i  had  given  hei  se-vetal 
characters;  I  never  found  her  dishonest,  and  I  have  al- 
ways given  her  a  character  to  that  effect,  she  ined  eight 
or  nine  months  in  a  family  where  she  cool  ed  for  sixteen 
or  seventeen,  and  they  gave  her  a  veiy  good  character 
back  into  another  family. 

Q.  Did  Mrs.  Favery  tell  you  the  name  .of  her  hus- 
band ? 

A.  O  yes,  I  have  heard  of  the  man  a  hundred  times ; 
and  have  seen  his  wife,  he  is  a  married  man.  1  saw  his 
wife  once  when  His  Royal  Highness  was  there;  a  very 
vulgar  woman  came  one  day  when  I  was  at  dinner,  and 
said  that  I  encouraged  mv  maid  seivant  in  seducing  a 
married  man,  and  that  she  was  his  real  wife;  I  tol-i  her 
the  woman  was  not  in  the  house,  that  she  had.  been  dis- 
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charged,  which  was  the  truth-;  and  His  Royal  Highness 
ordered  the  servants  to  t;ake  her  to  s>ome  prison,  which 
thev  did,  and  she  was  there  two  or  three  days  for  her  bad 
behaviour. 

-  .  Q<  You  are  sure  you  only  went  to  Mv§.  Favery  once 
When  she  lived  with  Mr.  Ellis. — A.  Yes. 
.,  Q.  And  that  wa*>  m  a  hackney-coach  you  are  sure  ? 
Ai  Yes,  I  am. 

[On  the  motion  of  Mr.  C.  Adams,  the  following 
Quastion  and  Answer,  in  page  108  of  the  Minutes, 
-  Being  read  to  the  witness :] '  * 

"  Q.  Did  you  ever  receive  a  list  of  natnes  for 
*'  projnoUon  from  any  other  persoti  than  Captain 
"  Huxley.  Sandjon  and  lylr.  Donovan? 

<£  A.  l.nevep  received  such  a  long  Ifst  from  atjy 
one,;nor  such  a  lisjt;  I  never  received  more  than 
*'  two  or,  throe  names ;  this  I  had  for  two  or  three . 
'*  days  ;  it  was  pinned  up  at  the  head  of  my  bed, 
".and  His  Royal  Highness  took  it  down." 

Mr.  C,  Adams.    Q.  Do  you  abide  by  that  account? 

A.  Yes,  I  do ;  I  never  attended  to  any  other;  I  do  not 
know  what  others  may  have  been  given  me. 

Q.  Htfw  long  was  that  list  so  pinned  up  ? 
,  A.  The  second  morning  His  Royal  -Highness  took  it 
down,  drew  up  the  curta.m  and  read  it;  and  afterwards  I 
saw  it  when  he  was  pulling  out  his  pocket-book  some 
time  afterwards,  wlten  one  or  two  promotions  had  taken 
place,  with  his  pen  scratched  through  those  names  when 
he  took  out  his  pocket-book  to  look  at  some  other  pa- 
pers. I  only  made  this  remark,  as  I  have  heard  a  gen- 
tleman on  my  right  hand  say,  that  I  had  picked  his 
pocket.  ■ 

Q.  Did  this  list  remain  up  one  whole  day,  or  was  it 
taken  down  the  next  morning  ? 

A.  No,  it-remained-  there,  I  believe. 

Q,  Was  this  list  seen  by  any  other  person  besides  your- 
self-a:nd  Bis  Royal' Highness  ? 

A.  I  suppose  the  maids  that  made  the  bed  ;'  but  per- 
-  No.'.XXiV.  V.  2.  C  C  haps 
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fraps  they  oouW  not  read,  or  did  not  understand  it ;  I  d® 
not  know. 

Q.  You  are  quite  sure  IJis  Royal  Highness  read  it  ? 

A.  I  am  quite  sure,  be  read  it  in  my  presence,  cfl-ew 
-tap  the  eurtain,  and  afterwards  came  to  rne  and  made 
fthe  remark,  that  he  would  do  every  one  by  degrees,  or 
make  them,  or  to  that  effect. 

Q.  Do  you  know  that  Mrs.  Favery  ever  saw  this  paper '? 

A.  I  am  sure  I  do  not  know ,  if  she  did,  she  knew  no- 
thing about  it. 

Attorney  General.  Q.  Did  you  ever  live  with  Mr, 
Ogilvy  ? 

A.  No,  I  never  lived  with  any  man  but  the  Duke  of 
York. 

Q.  Did  Mr.  Ogilvy  ever  live  with  you  ? 

A.  No,  never;  General  Clavering  called  on  Mr.  Wil- 
liam Ogilvy  a  few  days  ago,  a«d  asked  him  whether  he 
weu'ld  eorne  down  here  and  speak  against  my  character  ; 
•that  he  was  instigated  to  ask  him  by  Mr.  LowteS. 

Q.  Are  you  acquainted  with  Mr.  Ogilvy? 

A.  Very  well,  both  of  .them. 

Q.  How  long  ago  have  you  been  acquainted  with  Mr, 
■Ogtlvy  ? — A.  I  cannot  recollect. 
Q.  About  how  many  years? 
A.  I  cannot  recollect  at  all. 
Q.  Two  yeais  ? — A.  Yes,  certainly  two  years. 
Q.  Four  years  i~*-A.  I  do  not^know ;  yesr  four  years. 
Q.  Six  years  ?. — A.  No. 

Q.  Have  you  not  known  Mr.  Ogilvy  six  years  ?, 

Q.  You  did  not  know  him  six  years  ago? 
A.  I  do  not  think  I  did.' 

Q.  How  long  did  you  knpw  Mr.  Ogilvy  before  you 
4ived  with  the  Duke  of  York  ? 
A.  Only  a  few  monftes. 

Q.  Did  you  know  Mr.  Ogilvy  before  he  was  embar« 
irassed  in  his  circumstances? — A.  No,  I  did  not. 
Q.  Before  he  failed  ? 

A.  He  was  just  failing,  and  his  books  were,  made  up 
as  1  knew  him. 

Q.  Was  .any  thing  owing  from  Mr,  Ogilvy  io  you  at 
*h<3  time-of  his  failure? — A.  No,  nothing.at  all.  " 

Q.  Were 
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Q.  Were  you  examined  as  a.  witness  in  M-r.  O'gil.vy's 
Lankruptcy  r  <, 

A-  Yes,  I  was;' but  I  was  living  with  the  Duke  of 
Yoik  at 'the  time,  though  unknown  to  the  worlds  there 
js  a  pamphlet  going  about  npw>  but  it  is  not  true.  - 

Mr.  Wlatbrcad.  Q.  Since  the  date  of  youtf  reparation, 
from  the  Duke  of  Yoik,  have  you  frequently  had  letteis 
from  his  Royal  High!) ess  ? — A.  Yes,  I  hare. 

Q.  Can  you,  by  any  one  letter,  s abstantiate  that  fact  ? 

A.  Yes,  lean;  but  they  are  not  civd  ones  since' 4» 
left  him.        *  > 

V-  Produce  some  one  letter  to  substantiate  that  fact,. 

A.  I  believe 'that  I  t'nay  have  a  little, note  or  so, 'for 
they  always  consisted  of  short  notes  in  answer  to,  soipe 
request  of  name  in  some  letter.  1  have  brought  down 
envelopes,  to  shew  that  the  note  I  have  seen  here- is  in 
the  t&me  sort  of  character  as  the  ;notes  I  have;  here  are 
eight 'or  ten  in  my  hand.  I  have  many  notes  I  could  shgW' 
siiwe  his  Royal  "Highness  and  I  have  parted/ 

Q:  Subsequent  to  the  dute  of  the  separation  i 
,  At  Yes. 

Q.  Are  they  dated  ? 

A,  1  believe  some  of  them  are,  and  perhaps <,tn.©rej  is 
ane  or  two  among  these*  ' 

Q.  Ar<"  either  of  those  notes  signed  ? 

A.  His  Royal  Highness-  never  signs  any  thing  unless 
it  is  necessary  ;  here  is  his  name  to  one  of  the  notes  ;  it 
was  merely  for  his  box  at  the  play ;  they  are  all  hia  writ-r 
ing ;  I  have  taken  the  itisides  out. 

Q.  Is  that  which  is  signed,  subsequent  to  the  separa-> 
tion?— A,  No. 

Q.  Put  in  some  one  of  more  notes,  as  you  shall  think'- 
fit  to  select  from  those  you  have,  for  the  purpose  of  sub- 
stantiating that  fact  ? 

A.  Here  [three  letters]  are  something  I  have  picked 
out  which  I  thought  to  be  hke  the  hand  I  saw  here  the 
other -night;'  I  should  wish  to  deliver  thern  in,  because  I 
know  they  are  exactly  like  what  I  have  seen  here.  - 

Q,  Are  thoseyou  have  here- subsequent  to  your  sepa- 
ration fiom  the  Puke  of  York  ? 

Jl.  Ho,  they  are  pot;  unless  one, of  them  is* 

c.c2  Q.,rut 
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<Q.  Put  in  some  one  or  more  notes  subsequent  to  the 

date  of  the  separation  ? 

A.  A  gentleman  asked -me  for -a  seal  of  two  when  \ 
was  here  the  other  night ;  I  should  wish  to  put  them  in, 
because-the  story  of  a  forgery  going  about  is  extremely 
unp  feasant. 

Q.  Are  those  papers  in  the  hand  of  the  clerk,  the  only 
ones  you  wish  to  put  in  ? 

A.  'It  is  not  the  only  one  I  wish  to  put  in  ;  I  have 
many  at  home,  but  the  inside  of  that  is  what  his  Royal 
Highness  has  written  to  me  since. 

Q.  Look  at  the  outside  and  inside  for  the  purpose  of 
saying  whether  it  is  his  Royal  Highness's  hand-wiiting'  ? 

A.  They  both  are  ;  I  have  dates  to  some  at  home. 

Q.  Do  you  wish  to  put  in  any  more  papers? 

A.  Yes,  I  wish  to  put  in  all" these  1  have  here.  Here 
is  another  since  his  Royal  Highness  paited  from  me. 

Q.  Do  you  mean  to  assert,  that  that  first  note  you 
have  sent  to  the  table,  was  written  to  you  after  your  se- 
paration ? 

A.  Yes,  I  do  not  say  for  the  ovitside,  because  they 
are  confused  ;  but  certainly  the  inside  was,  as  tha  lan- 
guage will  shew. 

Q.  Put  m  such  papers  as  you  have  now  with  you,  which 
you  are  desirous  of  putting  in  ? 

A.  I  wish  to  put  in  all  these  [delivering  in  several 
letters.] 

•  Q.  Have  you  sufficiently  examined  all  the  papers  you 
have  put  in,  to  be  able  to  state  that  they  are  all  the 
Duke  of  York's  hand-writing  ? — A.  Yes,  I  have. 

Q.  Can  you  discriminate  such  as  were  written  before, 
and  such  as  were  written  after  your  separation  from  the 
Duke  of  York  ?  •  . 

A.  Yes,  they  are  only  mere  envelopes,  to  shew  the 
band-writing  as  nearly  as  I  could  guess,  what  I  saw  here 
the  other  d«y  ;  and  this  is  since  the  sepaiation. 

Q.  W>H  you,  look  at  that,  and  say  whether  it  was. 
written  before  or  after  the  separation  ? 

A*  This. was  written  by  the  Duke  of  York  some  time^ 
after,  when  he  sent  me  the  two  hundred  pounds  to  go  out 
of  town  after  the  separation, 

Q.  Is 
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Q.  Is  the  note  which  you  have  just  jipw,  put  iD»  a&d 
tifhich,  j ou, haye  just  seen,  dated  ? 
%J  JNx>,  .it  is  not 

Q-"W«iil  you  pioduce  some  of  these,  notes  wrth  d&fces^i 
which  5  ou  say  you  have  in  votu  possession,  winch  weie 
written  subsequent ?— A.  I  will  d9  so. 

[Two  Botes, directed,"  George  Faiquhai,  EsqiinV' 
weie  lead  ] 

(No  1  ) 

(i  1  do  not  know  what  \ou  mean ,  I  have  never  authorised  any 
v  "  body  to  pU^ue  or  dutmb  you,  and  therefore  yoji'fiuy  be 
*'  perfectly  at  jour  ease  on  mv  account  "  * 

fSo  2  ) 

"  Inclosed  1  send  you  the  money  which  you  wished  to  haye  for 
,      j-oju  jO«rney  ' 


5<  Inclosed,  my  Duling  receives  the  note,  as  well  as  the  mone) , 
,  "  whni«  she,snonid  have  had  some  days  ago  " 

**  M/  Di  ling  shall  have  the  ticket  for  the  box  the  moment  I  ge 
"  lion  e     God  bloso  you  " 

 : — „ — : — ,  ^  ,  — 

Mr*  Thompson  Q.  Was  it  customary  with  the  Dulse- 
of  \oik  to  mix,  in  what  you  call  love  letters,  any  thing 
mutme  to  mihtaiv  oi  ecclesiastical  piomotions  ? 

Ai  I  haidly  know  how  to  *mswtr  that  question 

Q  Have  you  not  staged  that  you  had  seveial  letters,- 
winch  you  tall  love  lette*s,  ftotn  the  Duke  of  York,  i» 
jour  possession  at  pieseut ? 

A  Yes  I  have,  and  some  of  my  fnuids  have. 

Q.  Istheieany  thing  m  my  of  those  letters  relative 
to  rpiUt^iy  ol  ecclesiastical  promotions  ? — A  No 

Mr  Lockhart.  Q.  Has  arry  person  been  pi es-erit  when 
j-ou  Iwftedi  ^over1  your  p4pei3  relative  to  the  subject  of 
tins  inquiry  ~ — A  No,  not  over  his  letttns  ' 

Q,  Has  any  peison  agisted  you  m  looking  over  aay 
©thtr  (papert  felfaftve  to  tins  mqiliry  ? 

A.  I  have  never  let  anj  one  look  over  any^paperai 

Mn.  He  bsit     Q  Did  you,  when  3 ou  lived  in  G!ou« 
ceitti -plate,  always  pay  3 our  b'Lls  yourself,  or  did  you 
Ci3  fcometim^a 
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seftiefiftifs  pdf  them" through  the  medium  of  your  hoSse* 
keener? 

A  Sometimes,  myself,   sometimes  my  housekeeper; 
'1>tit  the  common  tradesmen,  such  as  hutcFiOs  and  bakers, 
1  riever  piiid  myself 

Q  Who  was  that  housekeeper  > — A.  Mis.  Faveiy 
*  Q  Did  Mrs.  F&veiy  evei  repietent  to  iou  that  the 
«reditois  weie  so  clamoious  that  she  (Mis.  Favery)  was 
accused  of  having  most  hkelj  secreted  the  money  by  not 
jiajing  it  >  . 

A  Yes,  but  then  I  nevei  minded  what  she  said 

Q  Did  Mrs  Favery  repi^sent  the  absolute  necessity 
©f  the*  Duke  of  York's  supplying  you  with  money  to 
pacify  the  creditors  } 

A  Yes,  of  couise,  if  she  was  teazed  by  people  she 
teazed  mp 

Q  Did  this  often  happen  ? — A  She  is  the  best  judge. 
Q  Were  not  theTred'tots  often  paid  in  consequence  * 
A  Yes,  if  they  weie  very  clarnoious 
Qj  Wee  not  those  sums   to  a   veiy  consideiahle 
amount  ? 

A,  I  do  not  know  what  is  called  considerable 

Q.  Weie  they  to  the  amount  of  one  thousand  pounds  ? 

A  She  would  speak  of  different  tiadesmen  teazing 
for  their  bills,  I  do  not  know  to  "what  amount 

Q  Do  you  not  know  that  bills  were  often  paid,  and 
to  a  lange  amount,  in  consequence  ot  jour  applications 
to  the  Duke  of  York  upon  the  lepiesentations  of  Mis 
Favery  > 

A  No,  he  never  paid  a  bill  for  me  on  its  bung  so  le- 
presented,  and  I  never  had  <  redit  with  any  of  his  people, 
eoi  nevei  got  money  on  his  account. 

.[Several  letters  were  returned  to  Mj"s  CLube, 
then,  niaeitioo  on  the  JcrjimUfs  not  being  Gon,sid,ered 
jpAteiia)  ] 

Sir  T  Tvrtan  Q.  Do  >ou  recollect  t^at^n  the 
presence  of  Miss  Ta>lor,  the  Duke  .of?  York  and  youi- 
Self  ever  talked  of  military  promotions  * 

A.  I  am  sure  I  ciuuot  say ,  his  Roy  al  Highness  did 

not 
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sot  mind  what  he,  said  before  Miss  Ta^lor^lj*  was,  r«gr 
fond  of  her.  , ,  / 

Mr-  Lockharh;  Q.  The  witness  says  tliatseyeral  of  the 
Duke  of  YfOnk'sjleitersjare  .hvh§r  own  possession,  and,jn 
the  possession  of  several  of  her  friends,  T  wish  her  to 
name  those  friends  ra  whose  possession  those  letters  are  ? 

.       '  [The  witness  was  directed  to  withdraw.] 

Lord*  FoiKsToKfi  desired  to [know  by  what  right 
or  title  the  learned  Gentleman  was-,  "authoiijsed  'to 
inquire  where  all,  the  lettcis,.  which  Mrs,.  ClarKe 
stated  herself  to  have  received,  were  to  be,  found  ? 
>  *  Mr..Lo(|gHART  observed,,  that.  the.  nqble  Lord 
seemed  to,  forget  that  this -was  a  Committee  of  In- 
quiry, andthal>  it  was  competent  to  demand  any.do- 
Cuments  which-,  might  be  necessary, either  to>the  orin- 
viction  or  acquittal  of  the  illustrious  person,,  against 
Whom -the- charges-  under  investigation  had  been 
.brought.  The  witness  had  no  light,  therefoie,  to 
withhold  any  letters  which  might  conduce  to  elu- 
cidate ,i.he  subject  of  iaquuy.  If  the  Co,mmittee, 
however,  should  be  of  a  diffeient  opinion  he  should 
not  press  ,the  question,  though  uppn  the  broad 
piinciple  Ate  was  convinced  it  was  a  proper  qot}  to 
he  ,put.  ,  i,  i 

Lord  Folkstone  contended  that  the  ar-giiBWht 
<yf  the  leajned  Gentleman  wen.t  too  far;  because :it 
would  go  to  the  extent  that  the  witness  was,  b.dund 
to  produce  all  her  papers,  in  order  to  give'  the 
teamed  Gentleman  an  oppouuniry  to  look  then* 
ever,  astid  judge  which  weie  applicable  to  the  ques-? 
lion,  under  cons*iderajtioii.  Any  papers  that  the 
iSbmtoiUee  would -be  authorised  to  demand,  eight 
^obe-defi.iied';.  and'tbje  learned-  Gentleman  beneath 
the  learned  Member  would  infoim  him,  that  it  w<as 
not  in  the  piactice  of  any  court  of  justice  to.  order 
la  party  to  prodnce  all  his  papers,  with  a  view  that 
the  court  should  decide,' on  examination  of  diem, 
which  \vcie  releyaatUo  the^matter  in  issue.  ;' 
j  MrV  Bathcrst  felt,  "tha'f'lhe  noble  Lord  "Seemed 

to 
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t#*a?$e  lfttstfthetf  the  <A>j^6t!t)f  the  learned  Gentle- 
man's question.  rl  hey' were  not  Mrs.  Clarke's  let- 
ters Whicb  He  wh-lukt  to  Have  produced,  but  the 
Jei'tSrs-of  the' Itoyal  "Person,  in*  the'inve^tigation  of 
the  charges  against  whom,  the  Committee  was  en- 
gage'!. '  If  the*  noble  Lord,  or  the  honourable 
Member  who  brought  forward  the  charges,  had  put 
the  qiie^stton' of  the  learned  Gentleman,  he  was  con- 
vinced that  no  objection  would  have  been  made  to 
it.?  The  CtsoHinttee  was  a  Court  df  Inquiry,  and  it 
was  certainly  '  competent,  to  any  honourable  Mem- 
her  to  call 'for- 'any  pdpe"rs  which  might  aid  the  in- 
vestightio'n.  '  On  the  whole,' therefore,  he"  thought 
that-tbe  tetters-  df  bis  t\»)*al  Highness  ought  to  "be 
prtdueed/'-thoifgh  if  the  learned  Gefttleman  could" 
ta{re;upo#  hlba'to  say;  that  they  would  not  bear  up- 
on •  the' sbbjedt,- 'it  would  nob  he  desirable  to  adci 
theiti  'inrnaites. 

Mr.  Gha'siIes  Auams  thought  the  question  "a  lit 
one  to  be  put,  but  that  it  would  be  op.tionaL'with 
ihe- 'Witness"  to';a*nswer  it. 

T-be  'CHANcU'LtOR  of  the  Exchequer  agreed 
m\ih>  his  right  honourable  Friend*,  that. if  a'nj'ho? 
nourable  Member  thought  one  letter  would  '<?brovy 
hgfet'trpon  the1  subject,  he  'might  call  for!  itsp.ro- 
duetSett'V'ahtl  }f  no  abjection  could'b'e  made  to'the 
production  6f  one,  n'tfne'  could  be  made  to  the  pro- 
duction !of  'alt, '  *  if  called/for.'  Ifrt!.:e  noble  -Laid, 
had"  moved  foi  tiki  letters,  no  objertidn"  wouldhave 
been'  made  to '  his  motion  ;  atiti  what  right  bad  the 
noble  Lord  to  "suppose  the  motive'  of  tbe'leained 
Geatlema'n  in  cafhn'g  for  tbettl  'different  from  that 
whie,h''woukr'l!aVe  'actuated  himself? '  He  agreed, 
howevery  that  it  woultl'not'be  desirable  to  place  the 
lettfefs^'uporr  the  minutes,'  already  Swellgd  to  an  m- 
conVepiieilt  bulk,  unless  they  should  bear  \1ripn  .the . 

'Mr.Bathnfst, 

subject 
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subject  of  inquiry..  Upon  this  groand;,.,  he.  wg&id 
submit  it  to  the  learned  Gentleman  to  withdraw  his 
tjuestion;  but  if  lie  was  disposed  to  insist  upon  it, 
he  saw  no  reason  in  which  ,the  Committee  could 
reject  it.  ^ 

Mr.  Batiiurst  -stated,  that  the  witness  kad,  al- 
ready declared  in  evidence,  that  in  no  one  of  the 
love  letters  was  theie  any  mention  of  military  or  ec- 
clesiastical pieferments. 

Mr.  Lockhakt  legretted  that  the  object  of  his 
question  had  been  misundeistood.  It  was  not  his 
wish  to  have  all,  or  any  of  the  letters  produced.  It 
would  be" recollected  that  the  witness  had  been  as- 
sisted in  preparing  the. papers  for  this  investigation;, 
and  the  object  of  his  question  was,  to  discover  m 
whose  hands  the  letters  were,  with  a  view  to  come 
at  some  information  respecting  the  pe^soji  wh*  as- 
sisted her,  and  the  nature  and  circumstances  of 
that  assistance.  lie  should  therefore  press  his 
question. 

Mr.  Marryat  thought  the  witness  had  said,  that 
all  the  love  letters  were  either  in  her  own  other  mo- 
ther's possession. 

Mr.  Rose  concurred,  that  as  the  witness  had 
stated  the  letters  not  to  contain  any  thing  rel.iting- 
to  military  promotions  or  ecclesiastical  preferments, 
their  production  was  unnecessary ;  otherwise-  he 
should  h'ave  made  ria  objection  to  the  question. 

Mr.  W  hit breab  wished  the  learned  Gentteman, 
to  withdiavv  his  question.  As  to  the  object  sta|ed 
by  the  learned  Gentleman,  for  which  he  had  put  his. 
question,  namely,  to  discover  who  had  assisted  the 
witness  in  preparing  the  papers  for  the  Committee, 
he  should  only  observe,  that,  if  it  was  the  case^.  it 
would  be  quite  natural,  that  the  person,  conducting 
this  investigation  should  have  looked  over  the  pa^ 
pers  which  might  bear  upon'it.  H«  had  siaied  this 
only  to  shew  that  the  Committee  ojd.not  acquiesce 
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in  ffie'infererre<ft  to  bedrmv'u  frfffli  the  learned  Mem- 
ber's 'statement  of  his  object,  that  blnirie  "was  impu- 
table any  \vhere. 

Mr.  Lockhart th^n  withdrew  his  question. 

■  •  Colonel  DIGBY  HAMILTON  was  again  "called 
in,  and  examined  by  the  Committee,  as  ioilows: 

Lord  Fotfestone.  Q.  Dkt  Captain  Sandop  state  to  you, 
that  he  had  ever  received  any  sura  of  money  from  Major 
1?\>nyrt  Kty. 

Q,  Did  be  state  to  you  from  whom  he  received  the 
note? 

A.  'To  the  best  of  my  recollection,  he  stated,  that  he 
had  received  the  note  from  jVIrs.  Clarke,  or  thativt  had, 
been  conveyed  to  him  from  Mi's.  Clarke. 

Q.  When  ehdyou  see  that,  note>? 

A.  On  the  Saturday  after  I  had.  my  first  communica- 
tion with  Mr.  Adam. 

Q.  Was  that  note  wrapped  up  in. a  piece  of  paper,  or 
afceomparn'ed  with'  a  piece  of  paper  with  another  iitailar 
direction  upon  it? 

•A-  I  tld  not  recollect  whether  it  was  wrapped  up  in,  a 
fn>ce  of  paper,  but  Ca*ptinn* #andon  shewed  m&  part"  of 
the  cover  of  a,  letter  which  had  the,Dov«r  postmark 
upon  it, -aftd-requested  I-wuuld  look.at  the  sbnilarity  ot 
the  address  of  that  letter  with  the  note  in  question. 

•Q.  When  you  wer-e -informed  that  this  note  was  nob' 
destroyed, ,  are  you  now  certain  whether  you  informed 
Mr.  Adam  or  not  ?■ 

A,  I  can  only  repeat  the  reply  I  made  to  that  question 
before;  my, mud  was  impressed  with  the  idea  that  I  bad 
informed  Mr.  Adam,  or  taken  effectual  measures  that, he 
•Should  be  informed  of  the  circumstance. 

Q.  Are  you  certain  that  you  informed  Mr.  Harrison?  ■ 

A.  Y«s.  ■- 
•  Qi' Why  did  you  inform  Mr.  Harrison? 

A-  -It&owan^f  that  Mr.Hamsomwas  employed,  an  the 
part  of  FIis  Royal  Highness.  -  ' 

-  Q.  tiow  ihd  yo*  tenow  that  Mr.' Harrison,  y/4s  SP  em- 
ployed ? 

-'^'From  my  having  been  frequently  in  the  room  when 

Mr. 
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*Mi.  Haruson  came  into  it,  wheie  Mr.  Lowten  does  Ins 
business,  in  consequence  of  v,}$  being  ordered  to  be  in 
attendance  upon  the  House. 

Q.  From  whom  did  you  learn  that  lj[r,  JJaiuson,  was 
employed  as,  tb,e  agent  ot  $he  l>uke  of  Yoilc  ? 

A.  From  no  particular  person,  but  it  was  impossible 
to  be  jp  that  loom  and  not  to  obseive  that  Mr.  Hauison 
'*a!  so  employed., 

Q,  Did  you  understand  tljat  Mr.  Lowten  was  the  agent 
of  the  Dnke  of  Y«rk  lr<~A.  Cleaily. 
How  did.  yau  learn  that ? 

A.  From  obsemng  what  passed  in  the  room  where  Mr. 
Lowten  sat. 

Q.  Weie  you  lefened  by  any  one  to  Mi.  Lowten? 

'A,  I  received  a  note,  frorp  Lieutenant-Colonel  Gordon, 
desiring  my  attendance  upon  this  Elou'-e,  and  thaf;  I  was 
to  call  upon  Mr.Xowten,  \vhop>  I  ohould  .find  u,pan 
-making  inquiry  here;  I  received,?  note  at  Croydon  liar- 
racks  which  mduced  my  attendance. 

Q.  When  Captain  Sandon  shewed,  you  the  piece,  of 
paper  with  the  Dover  post-mark  upon  1%  did  he  stale  to 
you  how  that  piece  of  paper  came  into  his  possession  ? 

A.  I  do  not  lecollect  that  he  did  ,  it  was  merely  to  nn- 
juess  my  mind  that  the  letter  and  the  note  .ware  directed 
Hi  -the  same  haod-wnfciH^,  1  do  not  i"ec^l^$  ,any  <^ther 
conversation  having  passed. 

Q  How  long  have  yon  been  acquainted  wytfe  Captain 
Sandon ? 

A.  I  have  known  Captain  Sanden  s}ace  thje  year  J  794. 
bat  Capta,i(i  Sandon  has  never  been  my  acquaintance^ ,  I 
have  known  hirn  in  my  military  situation  pufy;  he  served 
on  the  Continent  at  the/sanjie  period  J  ,did,,bjUt.. without 
having  any  intercourse,  meiely  knowing  faunas  C,dptaju 
Sandon;  »we  did  not  serve  m,  tijw.s,ame  corps. 

Q,  If  ad  you  much  intercourse  >>v»th  few  '»sthe  yeaps 
18,0.4  and  iSfiS? 

A.  None  whatever  but  what  was  strictly  official, 

Mr.  Shaw  Le-Feere.  Q.'  Bi4  Captain  Sandon.  manifest 
any  reluctance  i»  allowing  yo^  ,to<  take  a  copy  of  th* 
note  ? 

A.  None  whatever,  it  v,  as  done  with  his  perfect  con- 
currence. 

Q.  After 
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Q.  After  hi;  bad  stated  to  yotl  that  he  bad  destrojtd 
the  riote,  dsd  he  say  any  thrng  to  yoa  respecting  the  copy 
y  on  had  taken  ? 

He  never  alluded  to  it. 

Ml  Bathurst.  Q.  Dud  Captain  Sandon  shew  jou  the 
other  note  to  which  you  have  referred? 

A:  fJpon  producing  the  note  in  question,  I  brought  (o 
his  lecollection  th<it,he..said  there  were  two  rfotes(  in  ttfe 
conversation'  'which  took  *  prace  at "  Fo»  tsmouth ;  irpoia 
which  he  lephed,  that  he  must  erther  have^been  mistaken1, 
oj.it  there  had  been  a  second  note,  hte^nvust  hdie  gnen 
it  to  Major  Tonyn,  to  convince  him  that  the  promotion 
was  to  go  on. 

Q.  Did  Captain  Sandon  explain  to  you  what  the  con- 
tents of  "that  note  were,  and  by  whom  it  appeared  to  be. 
written  5 

A  It  will  appear  in  the  forfde.r  part  of  rriST  testiWoriv, 
"that  I  statfeU-'to  the  Hotlse,  that  the  sec6h'd'  note  Was  'to 
convince  Ma,or  Tonyn  that  tfte  pioinotiota  -would  'takle 
place,  but' he  never  stated  to  me  that  either  t>f  the  noles 
were  written  by  the  Duke  of  Yoik,  or  by  whom  they  were 
mitten. 

Q.  Why  then-did  Captain  Sandon  compaie  the  first 
note  with  the  ehvelrtpe  df'the  letter'' 

A.  I  hav^-already  stated,  (hat  he  produced  the  'e'nvf- 
lope  of  the  lettei  to  convince'  me  that  the  handwriting 
of  the 'note  and  the  lett#  were  by  the  samte  persbn  ;  hp 
assigned  no  other  reason  for  producing  the  part  of  the 
envelope;  It  was  not  entire,  there  might  he  half5  of  it. 

Q.  For  what  purpose  did  jou  Understand  hewish'ed  to 
-prove  the  two  papers  were  of  the1  same  hand-wqtirig, 
unless  he  pointed  out  sonde  person!  whose  haod'h'e  pre- 
tended' it' t6  be  3 

A.  I  must  state  most*  unequivocally^  tMt  'Ca'ptein 
Sandon  chd  not  poult  out  the  hahd-rwrMMg-  td"be'the 
hand-writing  of  any  particular  person  ,  all  that  rVe^VrsKAl 
to  convince"  me  was,  that  the  two  papers  had  been  writ- 
ten by  the  same  peison*  Without  any  comment  or  obsei- 
-vation  beyond  what  I  have  stated  to  the  Ho"use. 

Q.  Were  no  comments  made  upon  the  post-mark  flora 
-  Dover  »" 

A.  He  merely  stated,  you  will  see  that  has  th«-Dove¥ 
post-mdrk  upon  it. 

Q  At 
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«  Q.  At  what  period  of  your  conversation  with  Captain 
Sandon,  was  it  that  you  observed  lo  lam,  if  you  did,  that 
you  thought  the  note  appeared  to  be  written  by  the  Com- 
mander in  Chief  t 

A.  I  have  ne*er  stated  that  I  had  made  such  a  decla- 
ration to  Captrtin  Sajulon,  because,  no  -such  observation 
was  ever  made  to  me  by  Captain  Sahdon. 

Q.  Did  Captain  Sandon  state  irum  whom  it  was  that  he 
received  the  second  note  \ 

A.  1  have  already  slated,  to  the  best  of  my  recollection, 
that  fie  did  not  state  piecisely  how  they  tame  into  his  pos- 
session, but  I  undei stood  he  received  them  from  Mrs. 
Claike  personally,  or  through  some  other  means  from 
her  ;  I  did  not  enter  into  those  particulats  with  hmi, 

Q.  Both  notes?  'A.  Both  notes. 

Q.  ll.ive  not  you  already  stated  "that  Caplaiii  Sandon 
appealed  to  think  the  note,  of  which  jou  took  a  copy,  was 
a  note  of  some  importance  ? 

A.  It  is  impossible  1  could  have  stated  any  thing  of  the 
kind,  because  1  have  never  stated  Captain  feandon's  opi- 
nions on  the  subject  at  all. 

fyrd  Milton.  Q.  When  you  communicated  to  Mr. 
Adam  uhatjou  knew  concerning  this  note,  did  yo^  do  it 
with  an  intention  or' expectation  of  its  being  made  known 
ta  this  House 

i  A.  1  stated  the  circumstances  as.  1  have  related  them  to 
the  House,  to  Mr.  Adam,  with  a  ucw  of  having  |»s  opi- 
nion, and  that  his  judgment  should  be  exeicised  upon  the 
t-ubject  rather  than  my  own  ;  I  had  not  come  to -any  pic- 
cise  decision  in  my  own  mind  haw  I  was  to  act,  and  there- 
fore I  thought  1  could  not  conduct  myself  with  gieater 
proptiety  than  to  consult  Mr.  Adam  what  line  of  conduct 
[  should  pursue, 

v  Q.  Am  I  right  in  my  appiehension,  that  you  have  stated 
that,  you  considered  this  note. of  importance  te  the  Inquiry 
that  was  going  on  ?  •'•  '  _ 

A.  I  have  already  stated  to  the  House,  that  when  I 
saw  the  note  I  believed  it  to  be,  according  to  the  blstcf 
my  judgment,  the  hand-writing  of  the  Duke  of  Yoth,  and 
therefaie  it  was  impossible  that  I  should  not  attach  vei  j 
gre«t  importance  to, the  note. 

No.  XXIV.— V.  2.  D  d  Q.  Afte 
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A.  After  your  communication  with  the  Chancellor  oi 
the  Exchequer,  did  you  know  that  it  was  the  Chancel- 
lor of  the  Exchequers  intention  not  to  produce  this  note 
to  the  House  for  some  days  ? 

A.  I  had  no  knowledge  whatever  of  the  intentions'  of 
the  Cbancellor-of  the  Exchequer  upon  the  business. 

Mr*  Thompson.  Q.  1  think  you  have  stated  that 
Captain  Sandon  said  that  the  usual  channel  of  promotion 
had  failed,  or  that  he  and  otheis  had  been  deceived  with 
regaid  to  the  influence  which  he  expected  to  be  exerted, 
but  that  another  channel  of  promotion  was  opened,  but 
at  a  considerable  expence  ;  do  you  know  any  thing  of  the 
new  channel  of  piomotion  to  which  Captain  Sandon  al- 
luded ?  '  ' 

'  '4-  I  believe  that  if  a  reference  is  made  to  my  state- 
ment, nothing  of  the  sort  will  appear  ;  I  believe  J  hate 
stated  to  this  Honourable  House,  that  Captain  Sandon 
infoimed  me  that  after  considerable  sums  of  money  ad- 
vanced by  him  for  objects  of  piomotion,  they  ultimately 
f  -mid  the  influence  supposed  to  exist  on  the  part  of  Mis. 
CUike,  did  not  exist,  and  that ,  it  failed  on  the  pioof  of 
trial  ;  and  that  he  never  alluded  to  any  new  souice  or 
channel  of  piomotion  whatever. 

Q.  What  othei  person  w,is  alluded  to,  in  your  opinion, 
when  Captain  Sandon  mentioned  thai  ?  ' 

A.  Captain  Sandon  had  alluded  to  the  original  person, 
but  J  have  already  stated  to  the  House,  that  my  curio- 
sity uas  not  excited  to  know  who  that  person  was,  and  he 
n'e\ei  informed  me  who  was  the  intci  mediate  person  who 
lecvned  the  monev,  and  tiansacted  the  business. 

Sir.  Lockhart.  Q.  Did  Captain  Sandon  mention  to  you 
his  intention  of  nest  toying  the  note  f 

k  A,  On  theco^ra-ry  Captain  Sandon  promised  rpe  that  he 
would  picsei\e  all  the  papeis,  and  that  he  would  follow>the 
whoje  of  ihe.i'ijanclions  1  h.id  laid  upon  him. 

Q.  Did  he  ever  mention  to  you  he  had  destroyed  it  ? 

A.  I  have  already  stated  to  the  House,  that  in  a  con- 
\eisation  that  took  place  belv  em  Captain  Sandon  and 
in)  self  upon  our  leaving  the  British  Coffee- house,  he  did 
stale  that  -he  had  destroyed  the  note,  and  that  I  exclaimed 
Gi  o  i  G<„d  !  you  have  done  extiemel)  wrong, 

Q.  Did 
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Q.  Did  he  mention  to  you  what  motive  he  had  for  de- 
stroying it  ? 

A.  Captain  Sandon  has  never  mentioned  to  me  any  mo- 
tive which  can- have  actuated1  any  part  of  his  condu«t. 

Q.  Did  he  ever  mention  that  the  concealment  of 'the 
note  would  be  a  benefit  to  anyperson? — A.  Never. 

Q.  Did  he  ever  mention  that  the  production  of  it 
would  be  a  prejudice  to  any  person  ? 

A.  Certainly  not. 

[The  witness  was  dnected  to  withdiau*. 

WILLIAM  HARRISON,  Esq.  was  called  in,  an4 
examined  by  The  Committee,  as  follows : 

Lord  Folkstone.  Q.  "Are  you  Agent,  or  Counsel,  to 
the  Duke  of  York  m  this  business  ? 

A.  Certainly  not  Agent,  nor  can  I  call  myself  Coun- 
sel.   '  "  ' 

Q.  Are  you  employed  by  ihe  Duke  of  York  in  any 
way  ? 

A.  I  "  was  desired  in  a  very  early  stage  of  this  business 
to  assist  in  any  way  in  which  I  could  assist  in  advice  or 
otherwise,  but  I  did  not  understand  that  any  Counsel 
could  appear  for  the  Duke  of  York,  or  that  I  was  em- 
ployed in  that  capacity.  I  am  "consulted  by  three  of  the 
Military  Offices,  the  Office  of  His  Royal  Highness  the 
Commander  in  Chief,  the  War  Office,  and  the  Barrack 
Office,  upon  Military  subjects  in  which  it  is  necessary 
to  consult  a  professional  Gentleman,  and  was  I  believe, 
called  upon  to  assist  in  consequence  of  the  knowledge 
that  it  was  supposed  I  possessed  of  military  subjects,  as 
connected  with  legal  cotisideiation. 

Q.  Was  it  in  consequence  of  so  being  called  upon, 
that  you  have  attended  constantly  the  proceedings  of  this 
House  tlpon  this  business' — A.  Certainly. 

Q.  When  did  Colonel  Hamilton  inform  you  that  the 
note  purporting  to  be  wn'tten  by  the  Duke  of  York,  and 
supposed  to  be  destroyed,  was  not  destroyed  ? 

A.  It  was  between  four  and  five,  I  believe  towards  five 
o'clock  on  the  evening  of  the  day  on  which  Captain  San- 
don was  called  in  and  committed.  I  met  Colonel  HamiU 
D  d  2  ton 
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ton  in  Parliament-street,  I  believe  I  was  walking  at  that 
time  with  the  Sdicilcr  General;  he  took  me  aside  and 
told  me,  that  he  had  just  heard,  or  heard  that  morning, 
I  dp  not  reco'llect  which  he  said,  that  the"  note  was  not 
destroyed,  but  was  still  in  existence. 

Q  Did  you  take  any  steps  in  consequence  of  that  in- 
'foimation  ? 

A.  I  \ery  shortly  afterwards,  almost  immediately  (I 
cannot  recollect  whether  1  went  a  little  fui ther  ort)  caire. 
back  to  the  House.  The  Committee  I  believe  was  silth.g 
when  I  came  in,  and  linfoimrd,I  believe  Mr.  Huskisson 
but  I  am  not  quite  ceitam  whether  it  was  Mi,  Haskn  .11 
or  another  Gentleman  who  was  just  coming  into  the 
Bouse,  that  I  had  just  received  this  information  ? 

Q.  Were  you  piescnt  in  the  House  after  giving  that 
infoimation  at  the  pioceeding  on  that  night? — J,  I  was, 

Q.  Was  this  infoimation  given  before  the  statement 
made  by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  ? 

A.  Certainly. 

[The  Witness  was  directed  to  withdraw. 

WILLIAM  HUSKISSON,  Esq.  attending  in  his 
place,  was  examined  by  The  Committee,  as  fol- 
lows : 

Lord  Folkiione,    Q.  Did  you  receive  the  information 
with  respect  to  the  note  from  Mr.  Harrison  ? 
A.  I  did. 

Q.  What  did  you  do  in  consequence  ? 

I  received  that  infoimation  I  believe  a  very  short 
time  befoie  my  Right  Honourable  Friend  rose  in  his 
pl?ce  to  make  a  statement  to  this  committee  of  what  he 
had  heard  from  Colonel  Hamilton  on  the  subject  of  thii 
note  :  1  stated  ti  him,  I  am  told  by  Mr.  Hanson  that 
he  has  heard  from  Colonel  Hamilton  tint  the  note  is  not 
dcstioyed;  and  I  te'.ieve  I  added,  I  think  it  can  make 
no  difference  whether  it  is,  or  is  not  in  the  statement  11  ou 
have' to  make  :  and  in  the  examination  ofCapU'ii  Sandon 
I  cerlainly  stated  to  my  Right  Honourable  Friend,  that 
I  had  received  this  information  from  Mr..  Hamson  who 
told  me  he  had  teceived  it  from  Colonel  Hamilton. 

Q.  Had 
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Q.  Had  you  heard  of  this  note  before  that  ? 

A.  I  had  been  informed  by  my  Right  Honourable  Friend, 
in  confidence,  of  the  account  Colonel  Hamilton  had  given 
of  this  transaction  and  of  its  intentions,  as  I  believe  Other 
Members  were  informed  to  make  the  statement  tenths 
House. 

[The  Right  Honourable  SPENCER  PERCEVAL, 
(Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer),  attending  in  his 
place,  was  examined  by  the  Committee,  as  follows : 

Lord  Folksttme.  Q.  Would  you  wish  to  correct  or  alter 
any  part  of  the  evidence  you  gave  on  Monday  relative  to 
this  transaction  ? 

A.  I  do  not  recollect  any  part  of  the  evidence  I  gave 
on  Monday  that  I  would  wish  to  correct  or  alter ;  if  the 
Noble  Lord,  in  consequence  of  the  information  he  has 
now  collected,  would  wish  to  ask  any  other  question,  I 
will  give  an  answer. 

Q.  When  you  made  the  statement  to  this  Committee, 
of  the  destruction  of  this  note,  had  you  heaid  that  the 
note  was  not  destroyed  ? 

A.  When  I  made  the  statement  to  the  Committee,!  had 
received  such  a  communication  as  my  Honourable  Friend 
has  just  mentioned,  and  I  did  in  the  statement  that  I 
made  to  the  Committee,  if  my  recollection  does  not  ex- 
tremely fail  me,  state  that  I  did  by  no  means  know  whe- 
ther the  note  was  destioyed  or  not,  and  that  statement 
I  certainly  did  make  in  consequence  of  the  information 
I  had  but  recently  received,  for  except  from  that  re- 
cent infoimation,  1  had  strongly  impressed  upon  my  mind 
that  the  note  was  destroyed. 

Q.  State  who  the  persons  weie  to  whom  you  had  given 
information  respecting  this  note  ? 

A.  I  can  state  several,  but  I  cannot  undertake  to  be 
certain  that' I  can  state  them  all ;  I  communicated  it  to 
the  Solicitor  General,  to  the  Attorney  General,  to  mv 
Lord  Castkieagb,  to  Mr.  Canning,  ami  I  think  I  men- 
tioned it  to  Mr/  Yorke,  and  1  am  pietty  confident  that 
I  mentioned  it  to  others  ;  I  mentioned  it  likewise  to  the 
Lord^  Chancellor,  I  mentioned  n  to  my  Lord  Liverpool, 
Dd3  and. 
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and  I  mentioned  it  to  Mr.  Huskisson,  and  Mr.  Lcmg, 
cry!  they  concurred  in  the  opinion  that  Mr.  Adam  should 
communicate  it  to  some  friends  .of  his  on  the  other  side 
of  the  House;  and  I  believe  that  to  eveiy  one  of  the 
Gentlemen  whose  names  I  have  mentioned,  I  did  state 
at  the  same  time  my  opinion,  that  from  the  first  moment 
th.it  I  heard  of  the  existence  of  this  note,  I  felt  it  to  be 
my  clear  duty  not  to  be  the  depository  of  such  a  seciet  ; 
that  I  foimed  that  opinion  upon  the  iii,t  day  that  it 
was  communicated  to  me,  before  ]  understood  it  to 
he  destroyed,  and  that  as  soon  s>s  I  did  know  that  it 
was  destroyed,  which  was  the  next  day,  I  then  commu- 
nicated it  j.o  ths  persons  1  have  rreniioned,  but  I  be- 
lieve no  person  did  know  of  the  existence  cf  the  note 
til!  I  heatd  it  was  destroyed,  except  I  believe  the  Lord 
Chancellor,  when  i  had  le.ison  to  believe  it  was  in  exist- 
ence. Before  I  heard  that  it  \-\el  been  destroyed,  J 
determined  to  communicate  the  (act,  so  that  the  note  it  it 
was  not  destroyed, -should  be  extracted  by  the  evidence 
at  the-  bar :  and  when  I  heard  that  it  was  destroyed,  I  still 
r<  ntii  vud  to  act  upon  that  determination,  and  made  that 
determination  known.  In  the  eiaminationth.it  I  made  of 
toe  witness  (Sandon)  at  the  Bar,  1  had  m  my  mir J  the 
whole  time  of  that  examination,  the  vanous  points  of  fact 
which  the  witness  had  communicated  toColom.1  Hamilton, 
and  it  the  witness  had  not  .it  last  confessed  that  the  note 
was  not  destroyed,  I  should  unquestionably  have  asked 
Imn,  whether  he  had  )'iot  communicated  to  Colonel  Ha. 
niiltop,  that  veiy  morning,  that  it  was'not  destroyed. 

Mr.  HUSKISSON  explained,  that  when  he  said 
'that  the  communication  he  made  to  his  Right  Hon, 
fiiend,  ought  to  make  no  difference  in  his  statement, 
he  meant  that  should  make  no  alteration  in  his  deters 
mi  nation. 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  thought  it  due  in 
justice  to  his  Right  Hon.  friend,  to  remark,  that  the 
matter  had  been  communicated  to  him,  and  that  his 
Right  Hon.  f.iend  had  uniformly  stated  his  determi- 
nation whether  the  no.e  was  a  forgery  or  not  to  make 
the  circumstance  public. 

Mr.  Secretary 
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Mr.  Secretary  CANNING  .also  stated,  fliat  the 
matter  had  been  communicated  to  him  by  h|s  Right 
Hon.  Friend,  who,  to  relieve  his  conscience  from  the 
charge,  took  the  earliest  opportunity  of  making  the 
communication. 

WILLIAM  ADAM,  Esq,  attending  in  his  place, 

was  Examinedby  the  Committee  as  follows. 

Lord  Folkstone.  Q.  Did  you  receive  from  Colonel  Ha- 
milton, or  Mr.  Hamsan,  any  information  that  this  note 
was  not  destioyed  ? 

A,  'I  certainly  leceiverl  no  information' from  Colonel  Ha-  _ 
miiton  that  tins  note  was  not  destroyed  :  I  cannot  take 
upon  myself  to  lecoilect,  whether  I  received  the  inform, 
iitioa  that  it  was  not  destroyed  from  Mr.  Harrison  of  Mr.' 
Huskisson,  but  much  about  the  same  time  that  Mr.  Hus- 
kisson has  stated  himself  to  have  received  that  informa- 
tion, 1  became  possessed  of  thai  fact.  I  wish  to  state,  that 
the  circumstances  which  have  h,een  stated  by  Mr.  Percev&l 
respecting  the  determination  to  communicate,  from  the 
first  moment  of  our  inteicourse  upon  that  subject,  was  my 
determination  as  well  as  his.  I  wish  further  to  state,  that 
as  soon  after  the  note  was  reported  to  me  to  have  been' 
destroyed  as  I  could  possibly  make  the  communication, 
I  made  the  communication  to  the  Gentlemen  whom  I  men- 
tioned befoie,  Lord  Henry  Petty,  General  Fitzpatrick, 
Mr.  Whitbread ;  I  wish  to  add,  that  I  mentioned  it  to 
those  Gentlemen,  as  Mr.  Whitbread  stated,  on  the  Mon- 
day preceding  Captain  Sandon's  first  examination,  and 
that  on  the  day  preceding  his  second  examination,  I  men- 
tioned it  to  my  learned  friend  Sir  Arthur  Piggott,  and  to 
my  learned  friend  Mr.  Leach. 

Rev.  JOHN  JOSEPH  ELLIS,  was  called  in,  and 
Examined  by  the  Committee,  as  follows  :• 

Chancellor  of  the,  Exchequer.  Q,  You  are  a  Clergyman  ? 
A.  I  am. 

Q.  In  what  situation  of  life  are  you  ? 

A.  One  of  the  Masters  of  Merchant  Taj!ors  School. 
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Q.  Do  you  know  a  person  of  the  name  of  Favery ;  Mrs. 
Favery  >  • 

A.  Not  by  that  name. 

Q.  By  what  name  do  yon  know  a  person,  who  has  pre- 
sented herself  at  this  bar  as  Mrs.  Favery  J 

A.  Elizabeth  Farquhar. 

Q.  Did  she  live  in  your  service  ?    A,  Yes. 

Q.  To  whom  did  you  apply  for  the  character  of  Mrs. 
Farquhar,  before  she  came  into  your  service? 
'  A.  To  Mrs.  Claike. 

Q.  Mrs.  Clarke,  wh®  has  been  examined  here  this  even- 
ing .'    A.  Yes. 

Q.  Where  did  Mrs.  Clarke  live  at  the  time  you  applied 
for  Mrs.  Farquhar's  character  ? 

A.  In  Golden -lane. 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  the  year  in  which  Mrs.  Farquhar 
came  into  your  service  ? 

A.  It  was  in  the  beginning  of  July,  in  the  year  1800,'  and 
with  the  exception  of  three  months,  she  lived  i#~ro.y  family 
two  years. 

Q.  You  were  not  at  that  time  a  Carpenter  ? 
A.  By  no  means,  I  was  not. 

Q.  Did  you  apply  to  Mrs.  Claike  for  the  character  of 
this  servant  ?    A.  I  did. 

Q.  Can  you  recollect  what  name  you  represented  to 
Mrs,  Ciaike,  the  servant  stated  to  belong  to  her  f 

A.  Elizabeth  I'aiquhar. 

Q.  Aie  you  certain  that  you  asked  Mr  Clarke  for  the 
character  of  a  servant  who  called  herself  Elizabeth  Farqu- 
hai  ?  _  A,  Certainly. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  know  of  Mrs/  Clarke  calling  upon 
Mrs  Farquhar  while  she  continued  in  your  service  ?. 

A.  Yes,  repeatedly, 

Q.  Did  Mis.  Claike  come  in  a  carnage  or  on  foot  to 
see  Mis.  Fai quhar  ? 

A.  1  rather  think  on  fo.ot,  I  never  observed  a  car- 
nage. 

Q.  Did  she  stay  any  time  with  her  when  she  came 
there  ? 

A.  Some  times  half  an  hour,  sometimes  an  hour. 

Q.  You 
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Q.  You  say  frequently,  can  you  siy  whether  it  was  eigh>t 
or  ten  times  in  the  period  of  her  living  with  you? 
A.  I  should  think  full  that. 

Q.  Did  she  come  to  visit  Kirs.  Farquhar  as  an  ao 
quaintan.ee,  or  for  what  purpose  did  she  come  ? 

A.  Her  visits  appealed  to  me  to  be  very  familiar,  prin- 
cipally in  the  morning. 

Q,  Did  you  understand  whether  there  was  any  rela- 
tionship between  Mrs.  Clarke  and  Mrs.  Farquhar? 

A.  From  the  familiarity  that  subsisted  between  them, 
I  surmised  as  much. 

Q.  Did  you  live  in  the  same  place  during  the  time  Mrs. 
Farquhar  lived  with  you,  or  did  jou  change  your  resi- 
dence? 

A* -I  have  lived  in  my  present  residence  fourteen  years. 

Q.  Then  during  the  whole  time  Mrs.  Faiquhar  was 
living  with  you  your  town  residence  was  constantly  where 
it  is  «o w. 

A.  Where  it  is  now. 

Q.  Had  you  occasion  while  she  lived  with  you  to  take 
your  family  to  the  sea  side  for  their  health? 
A.  Only  once  while  she  lived  with  me. 
Q.  Did  you  go  with  your  family  upon  that  occasion? 
A.  I  did. 

Q.  Did  you  leave  your  family  there,  or  come  hack  with 
them  ? 

A.  I  went  with  them  and  returned  with  them. 
Q.  You  stopped  with  them  the  whole  time? 
A.  Yes,  and  returned  with  them. 

Q.  Was'  Mrs.  Farquhar  with  you  during  the  whole 
time  ? 

A.  She  Vas  with  me  during  tfye  whole  time. 

Q,  Had  you  any  reason  to  know  fram  Mrs.  Farquhar 
whether  she  was  a  married  or  a  single  woman,  at,  the  time 
she  lived  with  you  ? 

A.  I  considered  her  a  single  woman,  and  had  no  rea- 
son to  suppose  the  contraiy. 

Q.  Had  you  any  reason  to  know  from  her  whether  she 
had  a  mother  living  at  the  time  ? 

A.'l  know  she  had  a  mother  liwng,  because  she  left  my 
seivice  after  she  had  been  in  my  family  a  twelve-month, 

for 
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for  the  space  of  three  months,  to  nurse  her  mother,  who 
was  repoited  tojae  very  ill. 

Q.  Bad  youany  means  of  knowing  where  her  mother 
lived  at  the  time  Mrs.  Farquhar  was  in  your  family  ? 

'A.  I  know  it  was  somewhere  about  Tavis>tock->place, 
but  where  I  did  not  ascertain, 

Q,  From  whom  did  you  learn  that  ? 

A.  Fiom  JJInsabeth  Farquhar  herself. 

Q.  That,  she  lived  near  Tavist  ock-place  ? 

A.  Somewhere  in  that  ne-ghbouihood. 

Q.  Have  you  seen  Mrs.  Faiquhar  lately? 

A.  I'saw  her  last  night. 

Q.  tVhat  occasion  had  you  for  seeing  her  last  night  ? 

A.  She  called  upon  me,  and  requested  particularly  to 
see  me,  and  the  motive  of  her  visit  was,  that  she  fe't  her- 
self extremely  ashamed,  and  much  hurt  that  she  had  menti- 
oned my  name  in  a  manner  that  she  had  done;  and  further 
to  say  that  she  did  not  know  how  to  appear  befaie  this  Ho- 
nourable House  this  evening,  because  you  would  not  give 
herany  credit  for  what  she  might  state  hereafter.  I  would 
further  add,  that  she  observed  it  was  from  motives  of  Aeh- 
cacy  she  withheld  my  name  and  my  place  of  residence,  and 
being  taken  by  suiprize. 

Q.  Deltacvto  whom  ? 

A.  Delicacj  to  my  family. 

Q.  Did  she  say  it  was  out  of  delicacy  to  your  family  she 
mentioned  you  to  be  a  Carpenter? 

A.  She  stated  that  she  felt  particularly  ashamed  tha-Uho 
had  stated  what  she  had  relative  to  my  profession. 

Q.  Did  you  learn  from  her  that  she  knew  you  had  been 
summoned  to  be  a  Witness  at  this  House  ? 

A.  She  knew  it  from  reading  the  paper  jesterday.' 

Q.  Did  she  inform  you  that  she  knew  it  ? 

A,  Yes,  she  did. 

Q.  Wi,u  did  your  family  consist  of  at  the  time  you 
Went  to  the  sea-side  ? 

A.  At  that  time  my  family  consisted  of  three  childien. 
Q.  Was  jour  Wife  aliye  ?    A.  Yes. 
(J.  She  went  with  yo'u  ? 
A,  Yes,  she  went  with  me. 

Mi .  C.  Adams.    Were  you  ever  present  at  any  of  the  vi- 
sits 
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si ts  yau  described  to  have  happened  between  Mrs.  Claike 
and  Mrs.  Faiquhar?    A.  Never. 

Q.  How  thea  does  it  happen  that  you  know  thaf  great 
familiarity  passer]  between  them  ? 

A.  Though  1  have  not .  been  present  m  the  loom  with 
thtm,  I  ha\e  seen  them  meet-  together  at  my  door,  and  they 
have  addiessed  each  other  with  great  familiarity.  ' 

Lord  Folkstone.  Have  you  seen  that  Mrs.  Clarke 
lately  ? 

A.  This  evening  in  tie  Lobby  ;  but  not  to  speak  to  ber. 
Q.  This  is  the  same  Mrs.  Clarke  who  used  to  visit  this 
Mis.  Faiquhar  ? 
*A.  The  veiy  same. 

Q.  Has  Mrs.  Faiquhar  been  in  your  family  at  any  period 
since  that  time  ? 

A.  Not  since  she  left  my- senice  in  the  month  of  May 
1802- 

Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  In  what  situation  in  your 
family  did  Mis.  Farquhar  hve  ? 

A.  As  Nursery-maid. 

Q.  Have  you  seen  Mrs.  Farquhar  here  ? 

A.  I  saw  her  pass  thiough  the  Lubby  this  evening  ;  but 
not  to  speak  to  her. 

[Mis.  F.ivery  was  ca'led  in.] 

Mr.  Ellis,    This  is  Mis.  Farquhar. 

Mrs.  FA  VERY  was  examined  by  the  Committee,  as 
follows  : 

Q.  Is  that  the  Mr.  Ellis  whom  you  represented  as  a  Car- 
penter the  other  night  ? 

A.  Yes,  it  is  ;  I  had  no  other  motive  in  disguish  %  Mr. 
Ellis  than  my  respect  for  the  family,  to  burg  a  gentleman 
fiom  the  pulpit  to  the  bar. 

Q.  What  is  your  name 

A.  My  name  is  Favery. 

Q.  How  long  have  you  been  called  by  the  name  of" 
Favery?    A.  Always. 

Q.  Have  you  not  been  called  by  a-ry  othvi  name  ? 

A.  I  took  -her  name  by  Mrs.' Clarke's  permission;  I 
asked  ber  if  I  might,  and  she  said  yes,  I  might  take  that 

name 
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name,  'if  ,|  pleased  5  that  I  jtnigKt,getr  nspre  respect  stwuw . 
me. 

Q,  Whsn.-was'Ujat'.r'- 

A.  Sogie  years  ago. 

Q.  How  lo&)j$  4ge  ■?. 

Ten  years  egaj'it'is  -betweeii,-six-,and  -sesen-  years 
ago  sm'cV  1  hy«?d  vjith  -JSfr,-  Ellis;. 

Q.  How  Jpng- liave,' yott,  been  acquainted  with  Mrs. 
Clarke  ? 

A.  J?ver  since  she  was  tnar'riedi 

(5.,-npw,  long  is  th:il>B 

A.-  h  ls-twelve  or  thirteen  years  ago  ;  1  cannot,  exact- 
Jy'&ay.' 

Q.  Were  you  in  Mis- Clarke's  service  -when  you' desired 
J'-ou  migfit  take  her  name  f 
A.  Yes,  -l-was. 

Q.  Andth,atyou  might  gain  more  respect,  she  laid;  yoa. 
to  take  her.,f&ny}y  namo  when  you" were  living  in  her  Wr- 
vice  *    A.  "Yes. 

Q.  .Ha<f  you  ever  tnkeo  that  name  befoie?   A.  No. 

Q:  SVhstt  nature  did  ybujjo  by  before. 

,A  ^hvaysvtny  oijvn  name. 

Q.  What  was  i  hat  name  ?    A*  Fa  very. 

Q>  How  iftng.is  iMhat  you  have  dropped  the  name  of 
Farquhar,  and  taken  to  the  more  ordihaiy  name,  of 
lave'')'  ? 

A.  lam  not  oblige?,  to  answer  those  questions  :  I  did 
not  ceme  hei.e  on  tlifu  account. 

[  The  Chairman  diiecte,J  the  Witness  to  arswer  the  question.] 

Q.  How  long  is  it  that  joa  have  dropped  the  name  of 
Fatquhar,  c'rtd  taken  to  the  more  ordinary  name  of  Favery  ? 

A.  1  might  take  it  if  I  pleased  ;  I  was  not  forced  to  take 
Mis.  Claike's  name  ;  she  told  me  1  might,  if  I  pleased,  and 
I  d'd  it. 

Q.  \\htn  did  vMidrop  the  name  of  Faiquhai,  and  take 
again  the  lunr.e  of  Favery  ? 

A.  When  1  vmi£bs>i.k  to  Gloucester-place. 

Q.  Wftsthat  that  you  might  have  moie  lespect  fiom  the 
name  ot  Faveiy,  oi  out  of  delicacy-  to  Mrs. Claike's  family  ? 

A.  I.loie  to  Mis.  Claike's  family  than  to  myself.    ,  * 
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Q.  I  think  you  just  told  me,  that  in  Mrs.  Clarke's  fa- 
mily it  was,  that  foi'  the  sake  of  having  more  respect  you 
dropped  the  name cf  Favery,  and  took  the  name  of  Far~ 
•quhar  ? 

A.  That  was  to  go  to  Mr.  Ellis's;  it  was  when  I  went 
there  ;  and  when  I  went  back  to  Mrs.  Clarke,  I  told  you 
my  name  was  Faveiy. 

Q.  Was  it  not  to  disguise  from  the  family  of  Mrs.  Clark-j 
that  your  name  was  Farquhar,  that  you  took  the  name  of- 
Favery  ? 

A.  No,  I  had  no  causa  to  disguise  myself  in  any  po'iit 
whatever ;  I  have  never  done  any  thing  that- 1  was  ashamed 
or  afraid  of;'  I  had  no  call  to  disguise  myselt  in  any  point 
whatever. 

Q.  Where  does  jour  father  live  ? 

A.  In  his  grave; 

Q  Where  did  he  live  ?    A.  In  Scotland. 

Q.  What  name  did  he  go  by  ?    A:  F,.veiy. 

Q.  Has  your  mother  m.irned  since  youi  lather  died  ? 

A.  My  mother  is  dead. 

Q.  How  long  is  it  since  she  is  dead  ? 

A.  Some  years  ago. 

Q.  How  many  years  ago  ? 

A.  I  cannot  recollect,  such  questions  as  that  put  to  me. 
Q.  Did  your  mother  die  before  youi  father  .8 
A.  No  niy  father  died  fiist  and  my  mother  afterwards. 
Q.  Were  you  come  to  England  beiore  your  mother 
died  ? 
A.  Yes. 

Q.  Weie  you  vn  Mr.  Ellin's  service  before  she  died  ? 
A.  No. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  go  to  see  your  mother  when  you  wereln 
M  r.  Ellis's  service  ? 
A.  No  I  did  not. 

Q.  Did  you  continue  in  Mr.  Ellis's  service  from  the  first 
time  you  went  into'it  till  the  last  time  you  quitted  it,  with- 
But  inteiruption  ?' 

A.  I  went  away  fiom  Mr.  Ellis's  ;  Mis  Clarke  came  for 
me  in  a  coach,  with  her  sister,  and  desired  me  to  come  to  her 
ihlld,  which  was  ill,  Miss  M.uy  Anns}  I  went  up  to  H  amp- 
stead  to  her;  J  said  to  Mr.  EUis  that  I  wished  to  go  a\yav  ; 

No.  XXV.— V«>l.  1.  Ee  ' 
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ire  said  for  what  reason  ?  I  said  my  mother  was  ill,  and,  I 
wished  U>  lea\e  ;  that  was  not  so.  but  I  did  not  wish  to  offend 
Sir.  Ellis  ;  and  1  went  to  Mrs.  Clatke  again,  and  staid  with 
her  some  time',  and  then  went  back  to  Mr.  Ellis's. 

Q.  And  you  told  Mi.  Ellis  when  you  went  back,  you 
had  been  nursing  your  sick  mothei  ?    A  Yes. 

Q.  Who  was  it  you  used  to  visit  near  Tavistock-place, 
■when  you  were  with  Mr.  Ellis  ? 

A.  1  never  visited  any  body  there  while  I  was  with  Mr. 
Ellis  ;  I  did  not  know  Tavistock-place  at  that  tune. 

Q.  Who  was  it  you  used  to  represent  to  Mr.  Ellis  as 
your  Mother,  that  you  wanted  to  go  and  see  when  you 
wanted  to  go  out  ? 

A.  Mis  Clarke  and  her  childien,  and  no  one  el?e ;  and 
if  she  was  here  she  would  lepiesent  the  same. 

Q.  You  lepresented  that  as  a  visit  to  jour  Molher  ? 

A.  Yes,  tecause  I  did  not  wish  to  tell  hnn  I  was  going 
theie. 

•Q.  You  told  him  your  Molbei's  name  was  Mrs.  l''ar- 
quliiir  ? — A.  1  <Jid  not  tell  him,  because  he  never  asked  me-. .. 
Wl  eie  did  Mis.  Clarke  live  at  that  time? 
A.  At  Humpstead. 
Q.  Not  in  'i'dvistock- place  ? 

A.  No,  she  did  not ;  and  I  did  not  know  Tavistock-place 
at  that  time. 

Q.  Did  you  use  to  tell  Mr.  Ellis  you  were  going  to 
Hanipstead  ? 

A.  Only  once,  and  he  gave  me  lea\e  to  go. 

Q.  Wheie  dnl  you  use  to  tell  him  ycu  weie  going  to  ? 

A.  I  .never  told  him  any  wbeie^  he  never  put  those 
questions  to  me;  it  was  not  above  once  a  month,  or  once 
in  six  weeks  that  I  did  go,  out. 

Q.  Did  you  e\er  live  with  Mrs.  Claike  in  Tavistock- 
place  P  ' 

A.  1  lived  with  hei  molher,  and  she  lived  there  too  some 
time  after  that. 

Q.  Aie  you  any  relation  of  Mrs.  Claike's? 

A.  That  is  not  a  question  to  put  to  me  upon  the  busi- 
ness. 

[The,  Chairman  directed  the  Witness  to  attend 
to  the  questions,;  and  w  answer^  them  in  a 

manner 
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manner  becoming  the  dignity  of  the  Com- 
mittee.] 

Q.  Aie  you  any  relation  of  Mrs.  Claike's  ? 

A.  No,  I  am  not  a  relation  to  her. 

Q.  Whit  objection  had  you  to  answer  that  question  ? 

A.  Because  J  think  there  is  no  reason  to  put  me  such, 
questions  as  that,  that  aie  not  upon  the  business  1  was 
bi on gUt  here  upon. 

Q  Did  you  nev_>r  tell  any  body  that  you  were  a  rela- 
tion of  Mrs.  Clarke's  ? 

A.  No,  I  do  not  think  that  I  ever  did. 

Q.  Can  you  have  any  doubt  of  that  ? — A.  Yes,  I  can* 

Q.  How  c&me  you  to  doubt  about  it  ? 

A.  I  lived  with  Mrs.  Clarke,  to  be  sure  ;  I  know 
what  you  want  to  bun?  forward,  and  I  will  bung  it  fur- 
ward  myself ;  1  suppose  about  my  being  married  to  Mr. 
Walmesley. 

Q.  If  you  have  any  thing  to  bung  foniaid  about  Mr. 
Walmesiey  f  shall  be  v-ry  glad  to  heai  it  f 

A.  I  wa?  married  *o  this  mm,  and  I  nrirued  in  the 
name  of  Fatquhai  ;  he  was  a  jpamed  man,  and  I  would  not 
live  with  hi'n  ;  he  had  a  wite  before  me,  and  I  nevei  coha- 
bited with  him  when  I  knew  of  it. 

Q.  How  came  you  to  marry  him  in  the  name  of  Farquhar  ? 

A.  I  spoke  to  Mis.  Clarke  upon  it,  and  said,  I  am  goiu-J 
to  be  irianied;  she  said,  To  whom?  1  said,  To  a  coai- 
roerchant  ;  which  i  thougnU  he  was  at  the  time,  but  I  was 
deceived  ;  she  said,  I  would  not  have  him  ;  [  said,  1  will, 
and  I  was  married  to  him,  1  married  in  the  name  of  Fai- 
quhar. 

Q.  How  came  you  to  marry  in  the  name  of  Farquhar  ? 

A.  Because!  had  lelt  Mrs.  Clarke;  she  had  not  anv 
money  to  give  me,  and  she  said  it  1  could  get  any  thins; 
upon  credit  I  might  take  it  in  her  mother's  nam-  ,  and  so  I 
did  ;  and  I  took  bills  m, the  name  of  Mrs.  Faiquhai,  and 
Mrs.  Farquhar  paid  them. 

Q.  When  was  this? 

A.  Three  jears  ago  ;  I  left  Mrs.  Clarke  at  the  .time. 
Q,  It  was  upon  th.it  occasion  Mrs.  Claike  j.ermittt-d  you 
to  take  the  nam©  of  Faiquhar? 

E  e  2  A.  NO 
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A.  No,  before  that  she  permitted  we,  I  assure  you. 
Q.  Then  you  went  by  the  name  of  Farquhar  before  yoa 
mat  lied  ? 

A.  Yes,,  I  did. 

Q.  How  long  did  you  live  with  yoijr  husband  ? 
A.  Four  months  j  no  longer.. 

Q.  Did  ycu  e\er  represent  to  your  husband  that  you 
weie  related  to  Mis.  Clarke  ? 
A.  Nc,  1  never  did. 
Q.  That  you  are  positive  of. 

A.  Yes,  I  never  did  indeed,  do  that,  because  he  asked 
me  seveial  times,  and  I  told  him,  no,  though  I  went  by 
that  name  I  was  not  related  to  M>.  Claike. 

Q.  How  came  the  real  Mrs.  Faiquhar  to  pay  so  many 
bills  for  jou,  which  you  drew  in  her  name? 

A.  Because  1  lived  with  her  daughter,  and  she  gave  me 
no  money  ;  I  never  had  above  ten  pounds  of  her  in  my  life  : 
I  had  only  ten  pounds  of  her  all  the  time  she  lived  with  his 
-Jloval 'Highness  in  that  house. 

A.  Did  Mrs.  Claike  never  pay  you  more  than  ten  pounds 
foi  all  your  services  ? 

Q.  No,  once  she  gave.me  five  pounds,  butnever  more  than 
fiileen  pounds  altogether  during  the  time  she  lived, with  his 
Rojal  Highness. 

g.  But  before  t'.e  time  she  lived  with  his  Royal  High- 
ness? 

A.  Yes,  then  I  have  been  paid  very  well,  but  I  did  not 
live  always  with  Mis.  Clarke. 

Q.  You  are  not  Mrs.  Farquhar's  daughter? 

A.  No,  I  positively  am  not  Mis.  Farquhar's  daughter. 

Q,  Are  you  not  Mrs.  Farquhai's  husband's  daughter 
by  a  former  wife  ? 

A.  I  cannot  answer  you  that  question,  but  I  am  not  the 
piesent  Mrs.  Faiquhai's  daughter,  I  can  assuie  jou. 

Q.  Cannot  jou  answei  that  question  ? 

A.  No  I  cannot,  indeed. 

Q.  Why  cannot  you  answer  it  ? 

'A.  Supposing  I  did  not  know  my  mother  nor  my  father; 
I  cannot  answer  to  that;  I  cannot  tell  what  they  did  with 
me  when  I  was  young  ;  I  cannot  answer  such  a  question  as 
that ;  it  is  impossible'. 

Q.  How 
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Q,  How  old  were  you  when  your  fattier  died  ? 
A.  I  am  sure  I  cannot  tell  you;  I  do  noi  know  my  own 
age  now. 

Q.  Were  you  an  infant  when  your  father  died  ? 

A.  I  believe  I  was  ;  I  did  not  know  my  own  father. 

Q.  Nor  your  mother  ? 

A.  I  do  hot  know  that  I  knew  my  mother. 

Q.  Which  died  first  ? 

A.  I  believe  my  /ather  died  first,  as  far  as  I  have  heard  ; 
I  cannot  say  to  it. 

Q.  Did  you  kirow  your  mother  ? 

A.  I  did  not  know  my  mother. 

Q.  Did  your  father  marry  again  ? 

A.  I  cannot  answer  to  that  question  ;  I  do  not  know. 

Q.  Do  you  mean  to  say  you  do  not  know  whether  youi 
father  married  again? 

A.  No,  I  cannot  answer  to  that  question. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  hear  Mrs.  Farquhar  say  that  you  were 
the  daughter  of  her  husband  by  a  former  wife  J 

A.  No,  I  never  did. 

Q.  But  you  will  not  state  that  you  were  not  the  daugh- 
ter of  Mrs.  Farquhar' s  husband  b}'  a  former  wife  ? 

A.  I  cannot  say  any  thing  about  it,  but  I  can  say  I  am 
not  this  Mis,  Farquhai's  daughter  ;  that 'I  can  answer  to. 

Q.  Did  you  know  that  Mr.  Walmesley  was  summonad  to 
be  a  witness  at  this  bar  to  night  ? 

A.  No,  I  did  not  know  it. 

Q.  You  had  not  heard  so  ? 

A,  No,  I  have  not  been  told  so. 

Q.  Have  you  not  seen  it  in  the  paper  ? 

A.  Indeed  I  have  not  seen  the  paper  to  (lay  nor  yesterday 
neither. 

Q.  Did  you  happen  to  know  that  Mr.  Ellis  was  sum- 
moned as  a  witness  ? — A.  Yes. 
Q.  How  did  you  know  that  ? 

A.  I  went  to  beg  his  pardon;  I  did  not  wish  to  bring  him 
into  it  at  all,  because  I  thought  it  quite  uu  necessary  to  bung 
him  in. 

Q.  Did  you  know  that  Mr,  Ellis  was  summoned  to  b« 
a  witness  at  this  bar  ? 

A.  Yes.  I  knew  that  he  was.  summoned  to  be  here. 

E  e  3  Q.  Do 
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Q.  Do  you  mean  that  you  did  know,  or  that  you  did  no4 
know  ? 

A.  I  did  know,  because  I  went  to  Mr.  Ellis's  last'night. 

Q.  Did  you  know  before  you  went  to  him  last  night  ? 

A.  I  was  told  that  he  was  in  the  paper,  and  I  said  I  was 
very  sorry  that  he  should  be  put  into  the  paper  on  ray  ac- 
count. 

Q.  Who  told  you  so  ? — A.  My.  Mistress. 
Q.  Mrs.  Claike  told  you  so  ? 

A,  Yes,  I  had  no  motive  whatever  for  disguising  Mr. 
Ellis,  but  only  his  family. 

Q.  Had  you  told  Mrs.  Clarke  you  had  represented  Mr. 
Ellis  to  be  a  Carpenter  ? 

A.  I  told  her  last  night. 

Q.  Not  till  last  night  ? — A.  Yes. 

Q.  Aie  you  quite  sure  you  did  not  tell  Mrs.  Clarke  be- 
fore last  night  ? 

A.  I  told  hef  I  had  so  represented  Mr.  Ellis;  she  said, 
Why  dm  you  do  it  ?  1  said  1  did  not  wish  to  bring  him  for-' 
ward  in  the  House.  , 

Q.  If  you  had  represented  him  to  be.  a  Clergyman,  and 
represented  your  story  tiul^,  how  would  that  have  brought 
him  foi  ward? 

A.  1  had  no  motive  whatever  for  it,  but  to  screen  Mr. 
Elhs. 

Q.  Do  you  mean  to  say,  that  the  wish  to  screen  any 
peison  is  a  sufficient  reason  with  you  for  representing  the 
fact  different  than  the  tiuth  ? 

A.  That  was  my  motive,  and  no  other,  to  keep  Mr.  El- 
lis out  of  the  Paper. 

Q.  Do  you  mean  to  say  that  the  wish  to  screen  any  person 
is  a  sufficient  reason  with  you  for  representing  the  fact  dif- 
ferent than  the  tiuth  ? 

A.  Yes,  that  was  it ;  I  wished  to  screen  Mr.  Ellis  in  every 
point. 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  how  often  Mrs.  Clarke  called  upon 
jou  while  you  were  living  with  Mr!  Elfis  ? 

A.  I  believe  once,  and  her  sister  Miss  Isabel  Faiquha-r. 
Q.  Only  once  ?— A.  No. 
Q.  Are  vou  sure  of  that  ? 

A,  Ones 


A.  Once  Miss  Taylor  called  upon  me,  and  Mr.  John 
Claike's  wife  ;  I  never  had  any  body  but  twice  there. 

Q  Never  any  body  called  upon  you  but  these  four  .per-, 
sons  ? 

A-  No,  I  do  not  recollect  any  body  else  calling  upon 
me. 

Q,  Did  Miss  Taylor  call  upon  you  alone  ? 
A.  No,  there  was  Mr.  John  Clarke's  wife  with  her. 
Q.  Was  that  the  Miss  Taylor  who  has  been  here? 
A.  Yes. 

Q.  Did  she  come  upon  a  visit  to  you  ? 

A.  No,  she  only  called  to  see  rae,  and  to  tell  me  Mrs. 
Claike  wanted  to  see  me  as  soon  as  possible ;  I  told  her  I 
could  not  come  out. 

Q.  Did  you  know  Miss  Taylor  before  she  called  upon 
you  ? — A.  O,  yes. 

Q.  How  long  have  you  known  her  ? 

A.  Nine  or  ten  years  ;  she  lived  at  Bayswater,  and  they 
had  a  house  in  Ormond-street. 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  Mrs.  Clarke's  ever  living  with  a  per- 
son of  the  name  of  Ogilvy  ? 

A.  Not  to  my  knowledge,  she  never  did. 

Q,  Did  you  know  such  a  person  ?  . 

A.  I  have  seen  him  ;  a  histy  Gentleman ;  I  have  seen 
him  in  Tavistock  place,  two  or  three  times. 

Mr.  B.  Bathur&t.  Q.  Had  you  any  character  given  you 
when  you  went  to  live  with  Mr.  Ellis  ?— A.  Yes,  I  had. 

Q.  By  whom  was  that  character  given  ? 

A.  Mrs.  Clarke  or  her  sister  ;  I  do  not  know  which  gave 

it. 

Q.  Under  what  name  was  that  character  given  ? 
A.  In  the  name  of  Farquhar. 

Sir  T.  Turion.  Q.  Was  the  person  whom  you  represent- 
ed as  Mr.  Ellis,  that  you  lived  with  as  a  Caipenter,  the  per- 
son whom  you  also  represented  as  keeping  a  Linen-Jrapei's 
shop  at  the  other  end  of  the  town  J 

A.  I  nevei  lepiesented  such  a  thing, 

Q.  Did  you  represent  that-Mr.  ElLs  to  keep  a  shop  ? 

A.  Yes. 

Q.  Then  is  that  statement  that  you  made,  wholly  untrue^ 
and  a  fabrication  of  your  own  ? 

J.  It 
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A.  It  is  quite  untrue  that  he  was  a  Caipenter,  he  was  a 
Gentleman  ;  but  I  did  not  wish,  as  I  have  befoie  said,  to 
bi  ing  him  forward  ;  it  was  a  fabrication  of  my  own  doing, 
on  .pmpose  that  I  would  not  bung  him  forwaid. 

Q.  Was  it  a  fabrication  as  to  the  statement  that  he  kept 
a  shop? 

A.  He  never  kept  a  shop,  to  my  knowledge  ;  he  is  a 
Gentleman,  as  I  told  you  before. 

Q.  Dt>  you  now  recollect  in  what  street  he  lived  ? 

A.  I  did  not  know  last  night,  when  I  went  there  ;  I  was 
two  or  three  hours  finding  the  place  out;  though  I  had  a 
coach  to  Cheapside,  I  could  not  find  it  out  when  the  coach 
put  me  down  ;  I  never  was  at  Mr.  Eilis's  since  I  left  him 
till  now. 

Q.  How  long  in  truth  did  you  live  with  Mr.  Ellis  ? 

A.  I  believe,  as  near  as  I  can  say,  two  years ;  I  lived 
■with  him  twice. 

Q.  During  the  time  you  lived  with  Mr.  Ellis,  did  he 
change  his  residence  ? — A,  No  never. 

Q.  You  are  quite  sure  of  that  ? 

A.  Yes,  I  am  quite  sure  of  that,  because  I  found  hira 
where  I  left  him. 

Q.  Were  you  sent  with  the  children  to  Brighton  or  to  the 
sea-side,  by  yourself  ? 

A,  No  I  went  with  Mr.  and  Mrs.  Ellis  there  ;  1  went  to 
Hampstead  by  myself  with  the  children,  when  they  had  the 
measles,  by  Mr.  and  Mrs.  Ellis's  ordars  ;  but  I  did  not 
mention  that  before;  I  never  thought  of  it. 

Q,  You  have  said,  that  your  Father  l:\ed  in  Scotland;  ia 
what  pint  of  Scotland  ? 

A.  I  do  not  know  in  what  part  he  lived. 

General  Loftus.  Q.  You  have  stated,  that  you  did  not 
•wish  Mr.  Ellis  to  know  where  you  were  going  to  when  you 
•went  to  Mrs.  Clarke's  ;  what  was  your  reason  for  wibhing 
that?  ,  ^  ' 

A.  I  had  no  motive,  only  people  do  not  like  to  have  their 
chiUhen  taken  about ;  not  that  1  suppose  Mr.  Ellis  had  any 
reason  to  suppose  I  should  do  any  thing  with  his  children 
or  any  thing  that  would  hurt  them. 

Q,  Can  you  recollect  where  you  married  ? — A.  Yes. 

Q,  Whers 
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Q,  Where  ? — A.  At  Woolwich  Church. 

Q.  By  the  name  of  Furquhar  ? 

A.  Yes,  it  is  three  yeais  ago. 

Q.  Have  you  any  relations  in  town  ? 
.  A.  I  do  not  know  that  1  have  any  relations,  or  any  ac- 
quaintance ;  hardly  two;  I  keep  no  company,  I  hardly  see 
any  one. 

[The  Witness  was  directed  to  withdraw. 

CHARLES  GREENWOOD,  Esq.  was  called  in  ; 
and  a  copy  of  a  letter  being  shewn  to  him,  he  was  exa- 
mined as  follows; 

Mr.  Hushsson.    Q.  Is  that  in  )  our  hand-writing  ? 
A.  Yes,  it  is. 

Q.  Dp  you  know  what  that  paper  is  ? — A.  Yes,  I  do. 
Q.  State  to  the  Committee  what  it  is. 
A-  It  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  wn {'ten  to  Mis.  Clarke,  after 
the  Duke  had  separated  from  her. 
Q.  Written  by  whom  ? 
,A.~By  the  Diike  of  York. 

Q.  Did  you  take  this  copy  from  the  original  letter  so  sent? 

a,-  i  did.  ^ 

Q.  You  perfectly  recollect  that  this  is  a  correct  copy  [of 
the  contents  of  the  letter  "o  sent  ? 

A.  I  conclude  it  was,  I  believe  it  is  a  correct  copy  ;  .1 
do  not  recollect  comparing  it  with  the  original  afterwards. 

Q.  You  copied  this,  in  your  own  hand-writing  from  ths 
Dune's  lettei  ? — A.  Ye*,  I  did. 

[The  letter  was  read.] 

"  You  roust  recollect-the  o-.casion  which  obliged  me,  above 
"  seven  months  ago,  1,°  employ  my  Solicitor  m  a  Suit  with  whiolv 
"  I  was  then  threatened  on  your  account ,  the  iesul't  of  those 
"  inquiries  first  gave  me  reason  to  form  an  unfavoui  able  opinion 
"  of  your  conduct ;  you  cannot  theicfore  accuse  me  of  rashly 
"  or  hastily  d.  eidmg  against  yon  :"  But  aftei  the  proofs  which 
"  have  at  last  been  brought  forward  to  me,  and  winch  it  is  lrs- 
"  possible  for  you  to  comiovert,  I  owe  it. to  my  own  chaidcter 
'*  and  situation  to  abide  by  the  ies.olution  which  I  have  taken, 
"  aud  fiom  which  it  is  impossible  forme  to  lecede.  An  interview 

"  between 
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"  between  us  must  be  a  painful  task  to  both,  and  can  be  of  n» 
"  p^sible  advantage  to  you  ; — Itheiefoie  must  decline  it." 
"  Indoised. 
"  Copy  of  a  Nole  mppesed  to  have 

"  been  written  by  the  D  

"  May,  180G. 

Lord  Folks/one.  Q.  Do  jou  ie:ollect  the  date  of  that 
lettei  ? — A.  Indeed  !  do  not. 

Q.  You  have  stated  that  it  was  after  the sepaiation,  how 
Ions;  aftei wards? — A.  Immediately. 

.  Q.  Is  that  docket,  at  the  back  of  it,  your  hand-u  liting  r 
A.  No,  it  is  not. 

Q.  Was  this  lettei  written  at  the  penod  of  the  separa- 
tion, to  announce  the  separation,  or  subsequent  ? 

A.  It  was  upon  the  separation,  immediately  after  ;  I 
believe,  his  Ro)  al  Highness  nevei  saw  her  afterwaids. 

Q.  Had  he  been  in  the  habit  of  seeing  her  up  to  the 
time  when  this  letter  was  written  ? 

A.  I  really  do  not  know  that,  I  rather  think  thai  with- 
in thiee  or  four  days  he  had  seen  her. 

Mr.  C.Adam, — A.  At  whose  deoire  was  the  copy  of 
that  letter  tdken  ? 

A.  At  his  Royal  Highness's  desire. 

Q.  Has  it  been  in  your  possession  ever  s;nce  ? 

A.  I  have  never  seen  it  till  to-night,  I  believe,  from  the 
time  i  took  the  copy. 

Q.  Do  you  know  in  whose  possession  it  has  been  ? 

A.  I  teally  do  not. 

Q.  To  whom  did  you  give  it  after  taking  a  copy  of  it  ? 

A.  I  left  it  with  the  Duke  ot  York. 

\_A  lettei  sent  by  Mrs.  Clatke  s<me  she  left  the  House, 
being  shewn  to  the  JVitness.']  Q.  Do  \ou  believe  that  to 
be  ! Ke  Duke  oi  York's  band-wiiting  ? — A.  I  believe  it  is. 

Will  you  look  at  the  aduiess  of  that,  do  you  know 
that  hand-writing  ?  —  A.  No,  I  do  not  at  all. 

l'F/ie  Witness  looked  at  ti/ivther  Setter.']  Q.  Whose  hand- 
wnting  i«  ihat  ?  ' 

A.  l'lhrik  this  is  the  same  hand-writing  as  the  'ast. 
.  [Anotkei  letter  being  shewn  tolh:  Witness.]  Q.  Do  you 
believe'tiiat  to  be  the  Duke  oi'York't.  lumd-« uting ? 

A.  I  believe  it  is, 

[  Another 
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\_Anotlier  lelt  r  being  shewn  to  the  Witness.^  Q.  Do  you 
'believe  th.it,  to  be  the  Duke  of  York's  hand'-wutiiig'? 
A.  I  think  that  13  the  same  hand-writing, 
(g.  Dj  you  know  General  Clavenng's  hand-writing? 
A.  No,  I  do  not. 

[The  following  letters  were  read. J 

"  Without  being  nifoimed  to  what  amount  you  may  wish  for 
"  assistance,  it  is  imposib'e  for  me  to  say  how  far  it  is  m  my 
■",powei  to     of  use  to  you." 

"  Fiiday  Morning  ' 
Addje>-sed 

*'  Mis.  Clarke,  N"  9,  Old  Etulington  stieet  " 

"  If  it  could  be;  of  the  least  advantage  to  eithei  of  us,  I  should 
"  wot  lies  tate  m  00  .  olymg  u  ith  yom  wish  to  see  me  ;  but  as  a 
"  meeting  urn1',  i  ^  ould  think,  be  pa'nful  to  both  of  us,  under 
"  the  piescni  e  icumstaaces,  I  must  decline  it" 
Addi  essed . 

"  Mis.  Claike, 

"  ^".18,  Gloucestei-plaee,  Portman- square  " 

"  October  21,  1806." 
"  It  is  totally  out  of  my  powei  to  he  able  to  give  you  the  assis- 
6t  tance  which  you  soem  to  expect  " 
Addressed  : 
"  Mis.  Claike,  , 

"  south. impton." 

114 
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"  I  enter  fully  into  your  ■sentiments  coticeinirg  your  children 
"  but  cannot  undei  tske  what  I  am  not  suie  of  perfoiming. 

"  With  regard  to  Weyb.idgc,  I  think  that  you  had  better 
"  remove  your  furniture,  and  then  direct  the  peisoi  mho  kus  eiK- 
u  .plowed  10  tithe  Ike  House,  io  give  it  up  again" 
'  Addieused : 
"  Mis.  Clarke, 
"  K°  18,  Gloucester-place,  Poitman-square. 

(To  Mr.  Greenwood)    Q.  Were  you  in  the  frequent  ha- 
"bit  of  copying  His  Royal  Highness's  letters  ? 
A.  No. 

U.  Did  His  Royal  High nef.s  give  you  any  particular  rea- 
■soo  lor  wishing  you  ta  copy  this  letter  f 

J.  I 
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A.  I  think  I  was  with  the  Duke  of  York  at  the  time  he 
'  wrote  that  letter,  and  as  he  generally  copiestaters  that  he 
does  write  himself,  that  I  undertook  to  copy  it,  to  .save  him 
the  trouble.      ,  [The  Witness  withdrew. 

MRS.  JACOB  was  next  called  in,  and 'examined  by 
the  Committee  as  follows : 

Mr.  Wat  die.  Q.  Does  the  witness  know  Mr.  Nichols, 
ef  Hampstead  ? — A.  Yes. 

Q.  Is  she  related  to  him  ? — A  Yes,  I  am  his  niece. 

Q.  Has  she  had  any  transaction  respecting  property  with 
him  ? — A.  Yes. 

Q.  State  as  nearly  as  you  can  what  the  particulars  of  that 
transaction  were — 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  said,  that  cer- 
tainly it  was  competent  for  the  Honourable  Member 
to  go  into  any  examination  that  might  fairly  tend  to  im- 
peach the  evidence  of  Mr.  Nichols;  but  he  wished 
that  the  Honourable  Gentleman  would,  before  he  would 
enter  into  any  vague  examination,  ascertain  how  far  the 
evidence  of  the  witness  went  to  facts,  and  how  far 
those  facts  were  founded  upon  her  own  knowledge. 
It  would  be  endless  to  be  hearing  the  opinion  of  one 
individual,  upon  the  merits  of  the  testimony  of  ano- 
ther. 

Mr,  WardLE  said,  that  he  was  willing  to  state  to 
the  House  vthat  was  the  amount  of  the  evidence  he  ex- 
pected to  get  from  the  witness.  He  had  been  informed 
that  Nichols,  in  order  to  come  at  a  property  to  which 
the  witness  was  entitled,  had  made  an  affidavit  that 
she  was  dead.  This  was  the  fact  to  which  he  calkd 
her. 

Mr.  Bracge  Bathurst  suggested  the  propriety  of 
ascertaining,  by  a  private  communication,  how  far  the 
witness  could  speak  to  that  fact  from  her  own  knowledge 
(iVfr.  Wardle  left  the  House  and  returned  immediately 
atier,  and  stated  that  he  should  not  call  the  witness, 
as  what  he  had  to  communicate  respecting  the  fact, 

she 
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she  had  fro^n  the  knowledge  of  her  lawyers)  her  ex*1 
amination  was  then  ordered  to  be  expunged  from  the 
minutes. 

CHARLES  TAYLOR,  Esq.  a  Member  of  the  House, 

attending  in  his  place,  was  Examined  by  The  Com- 
mittee, as  follows:  ' 

Q.  Do  you  believe  that  to  be  General  Clavering's  haiuf* 
writing  ? — A.  Yes  I  do. 

Qn  Are  you  acquainted  with  his  hand-writing  ? 
A.  Yes,  I  am. 

Q.  Did  you  aver  see  General  Clavering  write  ? 
A.  How  coukl  I  possibly  assert  I  knew  his  writing,  if  X 
had  not. 

[The  Letter  was  read,  dated  the  8th  of  February  1808  :]  - 

"  Limmer'S  Hotel,  Condait-street,  %th  Fshuetry. 

"  My  dear  Wis.  C  ,  C  P.  M  " 

"  I  havejust  heard  thit  you  had  it  in  contemplation  to  sub- 
"  poena  me  Before  the  House  of  Commons  :  the/  report  I  hope 
"  is  unfounded  ;  at  all  events,  /  am  purticulai  ly  to'  beg,  that  you 
"  will  take  every  cue  tha<  mi)  namr  even  be  in  no  shape  wbat- 
"  ever,  or  on  any  account,  brought  before  the  House  of  Commons, 
"  As  being  a  family  m<sn,t;ie  woild  would  be  mclraed  to  attii- 
<<  bute  motives  to  oui  acquaintance,  which,  though  riot  existing, 
"  all  the  arguments  mthe  universe  would  not  persuade  them  t» 
«  the  contrary. 

"  ^trith  gieat  regard,  truly  yours, 

■  "  H.M.  Clavenng." 
«<  Mrs.  Clarke,  "  In  haste,  6  P.  M.'' 

"  Westbourn-place,  Sloane-street. ", 

THOMAS  LOWTEN,  Esq.  was  called  in,  and 
Examined  by  The  Committee,  as  follows  : 

$tr  T.  Turtm.—Q.  You  are  a  Solicitor  ? 
A.  I,  am  an  Attorney  at  Law  and  Solicitor.  . 
Q.  Do  you  remember  being  employed  by  Mr.  Adam  in 
the  year  1805  to  make  any  inquiries  relating  to  Mrs, 

Cl.irke  ? 

A-  I  do.  The  first  application  to  me  upon  that  subject 
No.  XXV.— Vol.  2.  F  f  was 
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was  fsom  his  Royal  Highness  the  Duke  of.,  York,  in  the 
iiioiith  of  October  1805,  in  consequence  of  a  letter  which 
had  been  written  to  him.  'I 'had  the  honour  to  see  his 
Royal  Highness,  and  he  communicated  to  me  the  business 
in  which  he  wished  me  to  be  employed,  and  I  acted  piofes- 
sionally  and  confidentially  for  him  upon  that  occasion. 

Q.  In  the  course  of  such  inquiries  djd  you  receive  any 
and  what  proofs,  that  Mis.  Clarke  had  made  use  of  his 
Royal  Highness  the  Duke  of  York's  name  to  raise  mo- 
ney ? 

A.  I  cannot  say  that  I  did  in  any  inquiries  that  I,  made, 
discover  that  she  had  made  use  of  the  Duke  of  Yoik's 
name  to  raise  money.  Jt  appeared  to  me  that  in  conse- 
quence of  the  protection  she  had  fiom  the  Duke  of  York, 
and  the  way  she  lived,  many  persons  were  induced  to  trust 
her  fuither  than  I  think  they  would  have  done,  if  it  had 
not  been  for  that  protection. 

Q.  In  the  course  of  that  inquiry  did  any  pecuniaiy 
transaction  turn  out,  in  Which  Mrs.  Clarke  was  concerned, 
that,  in  vour  opinion,  injuied  in  any  degieethe  character 
of  his  Royal  Highness  the  Duke  ot  York  ? 

A.  My  inqumes  upon  that  occasion  were  not  directed 
to  the  puipose  of  knowing  what  tiansactions  she  had  with 
respect  to  money  concerns,  they  were  of  a  nature  which 
regarded  Mrs.  Clarke's  husband  and  her  family  rather 
than  the  mode  in  which  she  acquired  money. 

Q.  Do  1  understand  you  to  say  you  were  not  directed 
by  Mr.  Adam  to  investigate  the  circumstance  of  any 
pecuniary  transaction  in  which  the  use  of  the  Duke  of 
York's  name  had  been  made  ? 

A.  I  do  not  particulaily  recollect  that  Mr.  -Adam  ever 
directed  me  to  inquire  paiticulaily  as  to  any  transaction  m 
which  the  Duke  of  York's  name  was  made  use  of  with  le- 
spect  to  money;  he  had  communication  upon  that  subject 
with  a  Gentleman  who  was  more  at  liberty  to  go  about 
than  I  was,  which  was  Mr.  Wilkinson. 

Q".  Do  not  you  recollect  Mr.  Adam  stating  to  you, 
that' he  consideied  the  conduct  of  Mis.  Clarke  had  been 
Yery  Incorrect  in  pecuniary  transactions,  in  the  use  of  the 
Duke  of  York's  name  ? 

A.  I  do  not  recollect  it. 

Q.  Do 
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Q.  Do  you  recollect  stating  upon  paper  the  result  of  your' 
investigation  of  the  inquiries  to  his  Royal  Highness  the. 
Duke.of  York? 

A.  In  the  beginning  of  the  month  of  May  1S06,  having 
acquiied  a9  much  evidence  as  appealed  to  me  to  be  neces- 
sary for  the  purpose  of  satisfying  the  Duke  of  York  on  the 
subjection  which  I  was  employed,  those  several  matters 
which  did  so  come  to  my  knowledge  were  reduced  to  writ- 
ing, and,  1  do  not  know  whether  thiough  Mr.  Adam  or 
some  other  person,  were  communicated  to  his  Royal  High- 
ness the  Duke  of  York. 

Q.  When  you  had  finished  the  examination,  did  you  com- 
municate the  result  of  it  with  the  proofs  to  his  lloyal  High- 
ness the  Duke  of  York  ? 

A.  I  put  them  into  a,  train,  and  they  went  to  his  Royal 
Highness.  I  did  not  deliver  them  myself ;  ikiiuw  from  his 
llojal  Highness  that  he  had  them. 

Q.  To  whom  did  you  deliver  them  to  be  conveyed  to  his 
Royal  Highness  f 

A.  As  to  the  hand,  whether  I  delivered  them  myself,  or 
any  clerk,  or  any  servant,  1  cannot  tell. 

Q.  Were  t  bey  conveyed  by  yourself  or  any  other  confi- 
dential person? 

A.  I  really  do  not  recollect. 

Q.  Are  you  sure  that  the  result,  and  the  documents  upon 
which  that  result  was  founded,  were  communicated  to  his 
lloyal  Highness  ? 

A.  I  have  got  in  my  pocket  the  thing  that  I  communi- 
cated to  his  Royal  Highness  ;  I  communicated  all  such, 
things  as  appeared  to  n»L  to  be  necessary  and  proper. 

Q.  Are  you  sure  that  the  result,  and  the  documents  upon 
which  thai  lesult  was  founded,  were  communicated  to  his 
lloyal  Hiuhni  ss? 

A,  1  believe  the}  weie. 

Q.  Do  you  recollect,  that  with  those  papers  there  were 
any  documents  to  prove  that  any  money  was  raised  in  the 
Duke  oj  York's  name,  by  Mrs.  Claike? 

A.  I  think  theie  were  not,  but  the  paper  will  speak  for 
itself. 

[The  witness  was  directed  to  withdraw. 
[The  witness  was  again  called  in.j 

F  f  %  Hon. 
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Hon.  Mr.  Lyltkten.  Q,  Do  you  know  the  Rev.  William 
Williams  f 

A.  I  know  very  litlle  of  hfm  ;  I  remember  him  some 
years  ago  being  abou,t  the  Court  of  King's  Bench,  and  veiy 
troublesome'  to  Mr.  Wra.  Jones,  the  maishal. 

Q.  Have  you  seen  nothing  of  him  lately  ? 

A.  ir  never  saw  him  till  that  night  he  was  before  this 
House,  for  seven  or  eight  yeais. 

Q-  You  did  notsee  the  Reverend  William  Williams  late* 
ly,  before  he  was  exarrfined,  at  this  Housa  ? 

A.  1  saw  him  about  seven  o'clock -that  evening. 

Q.  Was  that  previous  to  his  examination  before  the 
Committee?    A.  It  was. 

Q.  Was  no  application  made  to  you  by  Mr.  Williams, 
or  by'you  to  Mr.  Williams,  before  that? 

A.  1  had  no  application  from  Mr.  Williams,  nor  did  I 
make  any  to  Mr.  Williams,  nor  did  I  see  Mr.  Williams, 
except  about  three  minutes  in  the  Lobby  about  seven 
o'clock,  before  he  was  examined. 

Q.  Had  you  any  reason  for  thinking  Mr.  Williams 
insane? 

A.  I  was  induced  to  think  very  rhdiffcrently  of  bim,  as 
to  his  character  and  sanity,  seven  or  eight  years  ago,  on 
his  calling  upon  me  ;  I  wrote  to  my  friend  Mr.  Jones,  the 
Marshal,  and  in  answer  I  received  a  letter  from  him  saying,' 
have  nothing  to  do  with  Mr.  Williams,  for  he  is  mad. 

Iiord  Milton,    Q.  Do  you  recollect  sending  any  person 
to  Mi.  Nicbolls  at  Hampstead^,  some  days  ago  ?    A.  Ido. 
~  Q.  Who  was  thai  person  ? 

A.  It  was  Mr.  Thomas  Wright,  who  lives  upon  Haver- 
stock  Hill,  near  Hampstead. 

Q  What  was  the  object  of  sending  Mr.  Wright  to  Mr. 
Nicholls  upon  that  occasion  ? 

A.  I  sent  Mr.  Wright  to  find  out  where  Mr.  Nicholls 
lived,  as  J  was  told  he  had  removed  from  Hampstead.  to  a 
faim,  and  Mr.  Wnghi  being  a  resident  at  Hampstead,  I 
thought  birn  most  likely  to  find  out  where  it  was  he  lived. 

Q.  Why  did  you  wish  to  End  out  were  he  lived  ? 

A.  I  had  received  intimation  by  a  letter,  that  Mr.  Ni- 
cholls could  give  material  evidence  as  to  the  matter  of  in- 
quiry before  this  Honourable  House. 
4  Q.  What 
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Q.  \\«hat  description  of  evidence  ? 

A.  It- was  respecting  Mrs.  Clarke  and  Mr.  Dowler  living 
at  hib  house  nv  the  vears  1807  and  1808. 

Q.  Did  you  wish  to  inquire  after  any  letters  that  were 
supposed  to  bein  the  possession  of  Mr.  Nicholls  ?  11 

A  I  did  not  wish  to  inquire  ,  for  I  knew  nothing  of  any 
letttrs  that  were  in  his  possession  till  he  came  to  be  examin«~ 
ed  before  this  Honourable  House. 

Q.  In  the  representation  you  made,  of  tile  result  of  the 
inquiries  into  the  conduct  of  Mrs.  Clarke,  was  any  part  of 
it  that  she  had  raised  money  under  the  real  or  fictitious 
pationage of  military  promotion  ? 

A.  It  did  not  occur  to  me  in  my  enquiry  ;  that  any  such 
transaction  had  taken  place;  itwasnot  jjart  of  my  enqui- 
ry ;  I  never  bilieved  one  woid  upon  that  subject. 

Mr.  Bankes.  Q.  Have  you  had  any  interview  with  Ge- 
neral Clavenng  dunng  the  course  of  this  enquiry  ? 

A.  On  the  day  that  Geneial  Clavenng  was  first  exami- 
ned, he  called  upon  me  in  the  Temple. 

0..  Did  he  call  upon  you  previous  to  his  examination  ? 

A.  He  did. 

Q.  What  passed  in  that  conversation  ? 
'  A.  I  will  state  as  nearly  as  I  can  ;  General  Clavering  when 
e  came  to  me  said,  that  he  had  seen  thai  statement  made 
y  M'rs. Clarke  in  which  his  name  had  been  mentioned  ;  that 
he  could  contradict  that  statement  very  matei  lally ;  he  gave- 
me  his  account  of  the  contradiction, of  which'  I  made  a  me- 
morandum in  writing  ,  atter  that,  to  my  surprize,  when  [ 
came  down  here,  General  Clavering  came  to  where  I  was  at 
Alice's  Coffee-house  with  a  letter  ready  written  addressed 
to  His  Majesty's  Attorney  General,  in  which  he  made  use 
6f  my  name  I  thought  impropeily  ;  and  I  desired  that  my 
name  might  not  be  introduced  ;  but  that  if  he  had  any  thing 
to  communicate  to  the  Attorney,  General  he  would  wnte  it 
in  his  own  name. 

Q.  Did  you  advise  General  Clavenng  to  write  a  letter  to 
the  Attorney  General,  or  any  other  Member  of  this 
house  ?  1  N 

A.  I  did  not  advise  him  any  other  way  than  I  have  just 
now  stated. 

Q,  What  advice  did  you  give  to  General  Clavenng  ? 

Ff3  A.  Not 
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A.  Not  to  make  use  of  my  name  in  any  letter  he  ra|ght 
tsrite  to  the^Attorney  General. 

•  Q.  That  is  negative  advice  ;  what  positive  advice  did  you 
give  him? 

i  A.  I  did  not  give  him  any  advice  to  offer  himself  to  be 
examined  ;  but  that  if  he  Could  give  any  contradiction  to 
Mrs.  Ciarke  evidence,  I  thought  it  Would  be  material  he 
sbeuld  be  examined 

Q.  Did  you  advice  him  to  offer  h>mself  to  be  examined 
if  his  evidence  could  materially  contiadict  Mis.  Clarke's? 

A  I  did  not  advise  him  to  offer  himself  voluntaiily  to  be 
examined. 

Q,  Dm  you  give  h>m  any  advice,  as  the  result  of  your 
Conversation  with  hira  ? 

A  I  re«lly  thought  General  Clavering  competent  to 
advise  himself  upon  the  subject;  I  did  not  give  him  any 
■at' vice  further  than  common  conversation,  to  say  if  yori 
wili  be  examined  send  in  3 our  letter.  I  was  not  consulted 
by  him  by  way  of  advice. 

Q.  What  was  the  occasion  of  his  coming  to  communis 
care  with  yon  ? 

A.  I  really  do  not  know  ;  he  said  when  he  came  in,  that 
he  b<i/d  a  statement  to  make  that  would  contradict  Mrs. 
Clarke's  statement;  -md  1  thmk  he  j>aid  that  he  had  seen 
Col.  Gordon,  and  that  l-e  had  desired  him  to  call  upon,me. 

Q,  Did  you  understand  that  he  came  to  you,  in  conse- 
quence of  the  desire  ot  Colonel  Gordon  ? 

A.  I  believe  partly  from  the  desire  of  Colonel  Gordon, 
md  paitly  from  a  wish  ot  his  own  to  contradict  the  state- 
ment made  by  Mis.  Claike ;  so  1  understood  it. 

Q  Did  he  ask  you  what  would  be  the  best  course  for  him 
to  pur  up,  after  his  conversation  with  you  ? — A.  He  did  not. 

Q,  Di-  he  say  that  he  should  write  any  letter- to  the 
Att<  iney  General ,  or  any  other  Member  of  Parliament  ? 

A.  He  did  not. 

Q.  At  the  time  he  left  you,  did  you  suppose,  he  was 
$ibout  to  offer  himself  as  a  voluntary  Witness  before  this 
Committee?  ' 

A-  When  he  left  me  in  the  Temple  I  did  not  suppose  or 
expect  any  such  a  thing;  when  he  quilted  me  at  Alice's 
Coffee-house  I  did  expect  it. 

Q.  Did 
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Q.  Did  you  put  any  questions  to  hiai,  to  fcn8w,i  what 
any  evidence  he  could  communicate  to  this.  Committee 
might  be  ? 

A.  I  did  ;  I  asked  General  Clavering  several  questions 
as  to  his  knowledge  ot  Mr».  C.'laike  ;  hew  long  he  had 
known  hei,  whtie  he  had  sten  her.  wheie  h<  had  seen  her 
last,  and  othei  questions,  which  occurre  d  to  me  as  proper 
for  the  investigation  of  tiie  buMness  in  which  I  »t.s  ergaged. 

Q.  D,d  you  ask  him  any  question,  uhelber  he  had  offers 
ed  Mrs  Clarke  any  money  for  pioraotinn,  01  for  rai?  ng 
aRegiment,  to  be  procured  through  her  influence  with  the 
DukeofYoik? 

A.  I  did  not  ;  I  should  have  thought  it  most  impel  linent 
as  I  could  not  tonctive  a  General  Officer  could  be  guilty 
of  iiiiy       h  .-ondnct. 

Q.  Did  he  communicate  any  such  information  to  you  ? 

A.  Certainl)  not. 

Q.  Did  you  question  him  generally  with  regard  to  his 
communication  and  intercourse  and  acquaintance  with 
Mrs.  Clarke? 

A.  I  did  ;  and  it  appeared  to  me,  from  the  paper  which 
he  produced,  that  Mrs.  Clarke  was  making  use  of  him  lor 
the  purpose  of  getting  some  person  promoted  from  one 
Regiment  to  another  ;  and  it  appeared  that  a  letter,  dated 
in  the  Temple,  and  apparently  signed  by  a  Mr.  Sumner, 
contained  a  recommendation  of  that  person  so  wished  to 
be  promoted,  and  who,  he  stated  to  me,  Mrs.  Clarke  had 
represented  as  a  relation  of  an  Honourable  Member  of 
this  House,  and  which  letter  he  was  to  transmit  to  the 
Duke  of  York,  in  order  to  obtain  that  promotion. 

Q.  Did  you  ask  him,  whether  he  had  maintained  any  cor- 
respondence with  Mrs.  Clarke  upon  the  subjects  of  milita- 
ry promotion,  or  matters  connected  therewith  ? 

A.  I  did  not ;  and  I  knew  of  no  other  instance  than  the 
one  I  have  just  mentioned. 

Q.  Did  he  give  you  to  understand,  that  he  had  communi- 
cated to  you  fully  all  that  passed  between  him  and  Mrs. 
Clarke  upon  the  subject  of  military  promotions,  or  matters 
connected  therewith  ? 

A.  He  did  not  say  any  thing  to  me  uppon  that  question, 
further  than  I  have  stated  to  the  Committee. 

Q.  Did 


(    832  ) 

Q.  Did  be  inform  you  that  he  had  shewn  a  letter,  ad- 
dressed to  the  Attorney  General,  to  any  other  person  be* 
fore  he  shewed  it  to  you  ? 

A.  I  do  not  recoLtct  that  he  did  ;  there  weie  two  other 
persons  present  when  he  shewed  it  to  me. 

Q.  Are  jou  sure  that  you  advised  bim  to  omit  your 
name  out  of  that  letter  ?    A.  I  am. 

Q.  Aie  you  sure  that  be  omitted  it  in  consequence  of 
your  representation  to  him  ? 

A.  He  destroyed  the  first  lettei ,  and  he  wrote  another, 
and  read  it  to  me,  w.uhout  my  name  being  inserted  in  it. 

Q.  Did  you  make  any  obseivalions  upon  the  second 
letter  ? 

A.  I  cannot  say  that  1  did,  I  do  not  recollect  that  I  did. 

Mr.  Whithread.  Q.  In  the  conversation  that  you  have 
stated  to  have  passed  between  General  Claveimg  and  you, 
did  the  woids  "  If  j  ou  will  be  examined,  you  had  better 
send  a  letter,"  pass  at  Alice's  Coffee-house,  or  in  the 
previous  interview  with  General  Clavermg-' 

A.  I  said, if  you  will  beexaminid,  you  had  be.ttersend 
a  letter  ;  that  was  at  Alice's  Coffee-house. 

Q.  Did  you  advise  General  Clavermg  to  call  upon  Mr. 
Ogtlvie,  or  any  other  persons,  touching  this  inquiiy  re- 
specting Mis.  Clarke? 

A.  General  Claveimg  mentioned  the  name  of  Mr; 
Ogilvie  to  me,  as  being  the  peison  who  first  mtioduced  him 
to  Mrs.Claike,  and  said  he  could  get  this  lnloiniation  from 
Mr.  Ogilvie;  and  it  is  possible  1  might  say  then  jou  had 
better  see  Mr.  Ogilvie. 

Q.  Did  General  Ciavenng  give  jou  any  account  after- 
wards ot  having  seen  Mr.  Ogilvie? 

A.  I  think  he  did,  but  1  will  not  be  positive ;  I  do  not 
recollect  any  thing  that  he  said. 

Q.  You  have  mentioned,  that  before  Mi.  Nicholls  came 
to  the  House  of  Commmis  to  be  examined,  jou  were  not 
awa,re  that  he  "was  in  possession  of  an)  letters  ;  did  you  see 
those  letters  befoie  Mr.  Nicholls  came  to  the  Bar  of  the 
House  with  them  ? 

A.  I, did  see  four  bundles  of  letters  in  the  possession  of 
Mr.  'Nicholls. 

Q.  Did  you  examine  those- bundles? 

As  I 
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J.  I  believe  I  turned  over  many  of  the  letters,  but  I  did 
not  read  any  one  of  them. 

Q,  Weie  they  examined  in  the  presence  of  Mr.  Nicholls 
or  any  other  person  ? 

A.  The  examination  that  I  had  was  in  the  presence  of 
Mr.  Nicholls  and  did  not  last  five  minutes ;  other  persons 
weie  present  ;  Mr,  Nicholas  wife  was  present;  I  returned 
all  the  lttteis  as  I  received  them  from  him. 

Mr.  Robinson.— Q.  Did  you  know  of  any  sums  of  mo- 
ney paid  by  His  Royal  Highness  to  Mrs.  Clarke,  during 
her  residence  in  Gloucester-place  ? — A.  I  did  not. 

Q.  Have  you  with  you  the  paper-on  which  you  wrote  the 
result  of  your  conversation  with  General  Clavering? 

A.  I  have  not. 

Mi.  Beresfoid. — Q.  Have  you  in  }our  lecollection  the 
contents  of  that  paper,  so  as  to  enable  ^ou  to  state  it  to  the 
House? 

A.  I  believe  that  paper,  which  was  the  rough  copy  of  a 
paper  which  I  wiote  in  the  Temple,  was  sentinto  the  House 
with  his  letter. 

<2>  Did  you  recommend  General  Clavering  to  send  in 
that  examination  ;  was  it  inclosed  in  the  letter,  or  how  was 
it  sent  ? 

A.  It  was  given,  I  believe,  to  General  Clavering  open, 
without  being  inclosed  in  any  letter. 

Q.  Was  it  in  your  hand-writing  or  General  Clavering's  ? 
A.  In  mine. 

Q.  Was  it  inclosed  in  the  same  cover  as  General  Cla- 
venng'b  letter? — A.  Certainly  not. 

Q.  What  do  you  mean  by  saying  that  it  was-  sent  in  with 
the  letter  ? 

A.  I  believe  I  gave  it  to  General  Clavering  in  the  Cof- 
fee-house. 

Mr.  Beresford  stated  his  wish  to  procure  the  rut- 
test  information  on  this  subject,  in  order  to  ti ace  the 
conduct  of  that  officer  ab  initio. 

Mr.  Montague  Mathew  vindicated  the  charac- 
ter of  General  Clavering  from  any  improper  insinua- 
fions.  He  did  hope,  that  a  \ong  an'd  honourable  life 
in  the  service  of  his  country,  would ,  not  be  aspersed 

without 
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without  the  fullest  proof  of  what  he  conceived  could 
not  be  substantiated. 

Q.  Who  were  present  when  you  turned  over  those  let- 
ters of  Mr.  Nicholls's  ? 

A.  Mr.  Nicholls,  Mrs.  Nicholls  and  Mr.  Wnghl, 
0..  Nobody  else  :±-A.  Nobody  else. 

[The  Witness  was  dnected  to  withdraw, 

[The  Witness  wa*  again  called  in.] 
Have  you  any  and  what  reason  to  believe  that 
Mrs.  Clarke  ever  raised  any  money  on  the  credit  of  His 
Roval  Highness  the  Duke  ot  Y.'ik  ? 

A.  I  do  not  know  that  Mrs.  Claike  evei  raided  any  mo- 
ney on  the  credit  of  the  Duke  of  York  ;  that  the  might  get 
a  great  deal  of  ciedit  with  tradesmen  tor  goods  supplied  to 
hei  inconsequence  ot  living  in  tie  way  id  which  she  did. 

Q.  In  consequence  of  the  inquiries  which  you  made,  did 
you  find  that  Mrs.  Cla;ke  had  ever  raised  any  money  up- 
on the  credit  of  the  Duke  of  Yoik  I 

A.  I  cannot  say  expiessly  that  ever  I  did  find  it  in  any 
other  way  than  I  have  before  stated,  that  she  got  into  debt 
to  various  tradesmen  to  a  considerable  amount,  who  were 
induced  to  trust  her  in  consequence  of  her  connection  with 
the  Duke  ofYoik. 

Q.  Look  at  the  subpeena  inclosed  in  the  letter  which  you 
have  ;  what  is  the  mime  of  the  cause  m  which  that  sub- 
poena was  ? 

A.  Turner  against  Mai)  Ann  Claike. 

Q.  Do  you  know  from  youi  situation  as  Cleik  of  Nisi 
Pints  in  Middlesex,  whether  that  cause  was  enteied  for 
tiial  in  Middlesex  ? 

A.  I  recollect  perfectly  that  it  was  entered  for  tihi'l.  and 
it  stood  for  trial,  1  believe,  upon  the  12th  of  May  1806"; 
just  before  the  cause  was  to  be  tried  it  was  withdrawn. 

Q.  State  how  you  leceived  that  letter  with  the  subpeena 
inclosed? 

A.  I  cannot  positively  recollect ;  I  rather  believe  Mr. 
Adam  communicated  it  to  me  ;  or  what  othei  gentleman 
who  had  communication  with  the  Duke  oi  York  did  so,  I 
really  do  not  know. 

Q.  Look 
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Mr,  C.Adams.  Q.  Look  at  the  signature  of  that  letter, 
and  meiely  lead  the  name,  at  the  bottom  of  if  ? 

A.  The  name  appearing  at  the  bottom  of/this  letter  is 
Henry  Tinner. 

Q.  Areyou  acquainted  with  him  ? 

A.  Just  as  I  am  acquainted  with  many  other  persons 
in  town  ;  I  do  not  know  that  ev^-r  I  sp  ike  to  hitn"  in  my  life. 

Q.  Do  you  know  what  he  is  ? 

A.  I  believe  a  Pawnbroker,  in  Pi  mces-street,  Leicester- 
gelds. 

Q.  Do  you  know  the  hand-writing? — A.  I  do  not. 

Q,  How  do  you  know  that  it  is  his  hand-writing  ? 

A.  I  believe  it  to  be  the  hand-writing  ot  Henry  Turner, 
who  I  know  was  li.vuig  (n  John-street,  Golden-square. 

>Q.  Do  you  know  that  Mi.  Henry  Turner  who  lives 
neai  Golden-square  is  the  Mr.  Henry  Turner  who  signed 
that  letter? — A    I  do  not. 

Q.  During  the , connection  between  the  Duke  ofYoik 
and  Mis.  Clarke,  did  jou  ever  know  that  Mrs  Qui ke 
iaised  money  upon  the  credit  ot  the  Dake  ol  York's  name? 
A.  I  do  not. 

JOHN  WILKINSON,  Esq.  was  called  in,  and 
Examined  by  The  Committee,      follows  : 

Sir  T.  Tuiton. — Q.  In  what 'capacity^  you  live  with 
Mr.  Lowten  ? 

A.  I  do  not  live  with  Mi.  Lowten. 

<3-  Jn  what  capacity  are  you  ever  employed  by  Mr. 
Lowten  ? 

A.  I  am  very  frequently  employed  by  Mr.  Lowten  in 
the  transaction  of  various  businesses  that  arise  in  hts>  Office. 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  being  employed  by  Mr.  llowten  m 
the  year  1805, 'to  make  any  inquiries  lelating  to  Mrs. 
Clarke  ? — A.  I  was. 

[The  Witness  was  diiected  to  withdraw. 

[The  Witness  was  again  called  in.] 
Q.  In  the  course  of  such  inquiries,  have  you  any  proof 
that  you  can  give  to"  this  House,  of  any  money  transac- 
tions in  which  Mrs.  Clarke  made  use  of  the  Duke  of  York's 
name  ? 

A.l 
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A.  I  really  do, not  know  what  this\House  would  consider 
as  proof  ;  it  came  (o  my.  knowledge  m  the  month  of  May, 
,  that -the  Duke  of  York  bad-received  notice  that  he  was  to 
be  subpoenaed  in  an -. action  bi ought  against  Mrs.  Clarke 
fornaoney  due  to4i  maji  of  th,e  name  of  Turny  i  Mr.'Tur- 
nef's  attorney,"  Mr.  Batchelor,  called  .upon  the,  and  in- 
formed me  he  was  going  to  serve  the  Dujte  of  York  with  a 
subpoena,  and  read  me  a  letter,  which  he  said  he  had  ad- 
vised his  client  to  send  with  the  subpoena  ;  but  1  had  no 
proof  that  the'. money,  was  due  from  Mrs.  Clarke.  < 

Q.  Do  you  know, of  anv  msunce'in  which  Mrs.  Clarke 
made  use  of  the  Duke  of  York's  name  to  raise  money  ? 

A.  I  (fbnorof  roy  own  knowledge. 

T  S  he  Witness  Wds'dlTeCted  1©  withdraw. 

u 

Miss  MARY  ANN  TAYLOR  was  called  in-,  and 
Examined  by  TheComniittee,  as  follows  :' 

Sir  T.  Turtxm.—ln  your  former  examination,  have  you 
not  said  tint  you  were  very  intimate  with  Mrs.  Clarke,  and 
frequently  visited  at  Gloucestei-placc  ? — A.  Yes/ 

Qr  When  the  D^uke  of  Yoik  was  present  at  those  visits, 
was  there  any  body  in  company  besides,  at  any  time,  that 
you  can  recollect  ?     A.  None  except  the  sei  vants  ever. 

Q.  Upon  those  occasions,  did  the  c  mveisation  in  }our 
presence  appear  fiee  and  unrestrained? 

A.  Yes,  quite  so. 

Q.  T).)  you  recollect,  at  any  time,  when  you  were  pre- 
sent, any  conversation  taking  place  between  Mis,  Chuke- 
and  His  Roval  Highness  the  Duke  of  York  relative  to  mi- 
litary promotions'5 

A,  Nothing  except  that  time  about  Colonel  French. 

Q.  Recollect,  whethei  at  that  conversion  relative  t» 
Colonel  Fiench,  you  aie  perlectly  sute  there  was  nobody 
present  but  Mrs.  Clarke,  yourself,  and  His  Royal  Highness 
the  Duke  of  York? 

A.  Yes,  1  am  very  certain  of  it, 

Q  Are  you  stfre  that  the  words  that  were  used  by  Mrs. 
Clarke,  on  the  occasion  of  the  Dyke  of  York's. referring  t«> 
her  upon  the  conduct  of  Colonel  French  towards  her,  werek 
that  his  behaviour  was  Hiiddling,but  not  very  well  ?  A  Yes. 

q.  yon 
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Q.  You  are  sure  those  were  the  words  ? 
A.  Those  were  the  words. 

Q.  Did  you  at  any.  time  afterwards  have  any  conver- 
sation with  Mrs.  Clarke,  relative  to  4he  observation  of 
the  Duke  of  York  upon  Colonel  French's  business  ? 

A.  Not  till  within  these  three  weeks  or  a  month. 

Q.  What  was  the  conversation  you  had  at  that  time  ? 

A.  She  asked  me,  if  I  recollected  the  Duke  of  York 
mentioning  Colonel  French's  name  in  my  presence. 

Q.  Did  any  thing  else  pass -upon  that  occasion  .* 

A.  I  immediately  recollected  the  circumstance,  and 
told  her. 

Q.  Did  Mrs.  Clarke  make  any  reply  to  that  observa- 
tion, and  what  ? 

A,  I  do  not  recollect  what  she  said. 

Q.  Do  you  at  all  recollect  any  further  conversation 
that  passed  at  the  time,  when  the  Duke  of  York  made 
that  observation  relative  to  Colonel  French's  levy,  be- 
sides what  you  have  already  given  in  evidence  ?. 

A.  No,  nothing  at  all  upon  that  subject. 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  at  any  time,  Mr?.  Clarke's  stat- 
ing in  your  presence  to  the  Duke  of  York,  any  wish  in 
favour  of  afiy  application  for  military  promotion  ? 

A.  Never. 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  at  any  time  Mrs.  Clarke  applying 
to  the  Duke  of  York  in  your  presence  for  money  ? 
A.  No. 

Q.  Did  any  conversation  at  any  time  take  place  in 
your  hearing  between  his  Royal  Highness  the  Duke  of 
York  and  Mrs.  Clarke,  with  respect  to  the  peeuniary 
difficulties  under  which  she  laboured? — A.  No,  never. 

Q.  Do  j on  recollect  that  Mrs.  Clarke  ever  stated  to 
his  Royal  Highness  the  Duke  of  York,  that  Colonel 
French  had  broken  any  pecuniary  promise  "he  had 
made  her  ? — A.  No,  I  do  not  recollect  it. 

Q.  Do  you  now-know  Mrs.  Hovenden  ? 

A.  What  is  meant  by  now. 

Q.  How'  long  is  it  since  you  have  ceased  b.ing  ac- 
quainted with  Mrs.  flovenden? 
.  A .  More  than  two  years. 

Q.  Can  you  assign  any  reason  for  not  being  acquainted 
with  Mrs.  Hovenden  at  present  ? 
.No.  XXV.  V.  3.  G  g  A.  I 
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A.  1  did  not  return  the  last  visit  she  made  me,  I  sup- 
pose that  is  the  reason. 

4?.  Can  you  inform  the  Committee  where  Mrs.  Ho* 
renden  lived  at  that  time  ? 

•A.'  In  South  Moulton-street,  Ithink,  Oxford-street. 

Q.'  Do  you  recolleet'at  what  number  ? 

A.  No,  I  cannot  recollect  the  number. 
-  Q.  Do  you  recollect  how  long  she  lived  in  South 
Moulton-stiect  ?' — A.  I  never  ktfew. 

Q.  How  long  had  you  known  her  before  she  lived  in 
Sonth  Moultdh-street  ? 

A.  She  was  there  when  first  I  saw  her. 

Q.  How  long  was  your  acquaintance  with  her  ? 

A-  Not  above  seven  or  eight  months. 

Q.  Is  Mrs.  Hovenden  a  widow  or  a  married  woman  ? 

A.  She  was  a  married  woman,-  she  is  now  a  widow. 

Q.  Do  you  know  where  she  lives  now  ? 

A.  No,  not  at  all. 

The  Solicitor  General.  Q.  I  think  you  said  that  till 
three  weeks  ago,  you  had  not  mentioned  the  expression 
respecting  Colonel  French  since  it  passed  ;  do  you  mean 
to  state  that  ? 

A.  No,  I  do  not  think  I  ever  drd  mention  it. 

Q.  Then  it  was  t»  Mrs.  Clarke  ? — A.  Yes,  it  was. 

Q,  How  long  ago  is  it  since  you  heard  the  expression 
respecting  Colonel  French  ? 

A.  I  do  not  say  it  ;was  during1  Mrsi  Clarke's  residence 
in  Gloucester-place. 

Q.  About  how  long  ?— AK>  I  cannot  say. 
Was  it  a  year,  or  two  years  ago  ? 

A.  More  than  two  years  ago. 

Q.  Was  it  four  years  ago  ? 

M.  No,  I  do  not  think  that  it  was  quite  so  much, 
though  I  cannot  say. 

Q.  Was  it  the  winter  or  the  summer  ? 
A.  That  I  cannot  recoltect. 

Q.  Cannot  you  recollect  at  all  what  part  of  the  year  k 
was  in  ? — A.  No. 

%}.  Nor  what  year  it  was  in  ? — A.  No. 

Q.  You  have  totally  forgotten  how  long  it  was,. or 
What  part  of  the  year  it  was  in  ? 

A.  Yes.  I  have  quite  forgotten  it. 

<J.  Was 
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Q.  Was  there  any  circumstance  at  the  time  passing 
which  induced  you  to  take  particular  notice,  or  to  bear 
in  }our  recollection  the  expression  ? 
-  A.  The  chief  circumstance  was,  that  I  never  saw 
Colonel  French,  though  I  had  heard  his  name,  which 
made  me  curious  when  I  heard  his  name,  respecting  him, 

Q.  No  other  circumstance  but  the  one  you  have  men- 
tioned?— A.  No  other. 

Qi  After  an  interval  of  four  years,  you  recollect  a  par- 
ticular expression,  without  any  intervening  circumstance 
ever  having  happened  to  call  it  to  your  remembrance? 

A.  O,  yes,  I  have  thought  of  it  since,  though  I  have- 
Rot  mentioned  it. 

Q.  You  had  never  mentioned  it  to  anybody  before  you 
mentioned  it  to  Mrs.  Clarke,  three  weeks  ago  ? 

A.  I  believe  not. 

Q,  What  brought  it  into  your  thoughts  so  now  and 
then  ? 

A.  The  curiosity  that  I  mentioned  before,  respecting 
a  man  that  I  was  not  allowed  to  see. 

Q.  Can  you  recollect  what  passed  with  Mrs.  Clarke 
three  weeks  ago  upon  the  occasion  of  this  conversation 
respecting  Colonel  French? — J.  No,  nothing. 

Q.  Not  one  expression  or  circu-snstance  that  passed 
three  weeks  ago  with  Mrs.  Clarke  ?  - 

A.  No,  I  do  not  lecollect  any. 

Q.  Is  your  memory  so  defective  as  to  have  forgotten- 
all- that  passed  in  the  conversation  three  weeks  ago  with 
Mrs.  Clarke  ? 

A.  That  is  very  possible^for  it  did  not  interest  me  at 
all. 

Q.  Where  was  it  that  Mrs.  Clarke  brought  to  your 
recollection,  or  enquired  about  Colonel  French  ? 

A.  At  her  house  in  Westbourne-place. 

Q.  Was  it  at  that  time  proposed  to  bring  the  subject*- 
forward  in  an  inquiry  ? 

A.  I  do  not  know  about  that. 

Q.  Was  a"ny  body  present  when  this  passed  between 
Mrs.  Claike  and  you  ?— • A.  I  believe  not. 
Q.  Have  you  forgotten  that  too  ? — A.  Yes. 

Cannot  you  now  recollect  any  one  fact  or  circum- 
G  g  3  stapca. 
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stance  that  passed  three  weeks  ago  with  Mrs.  Clarke,  *r 
evcrf  who  was  present  ? 

A.  I  do  not  thmk  anybody  was  present,  and  I  do  not 
recollect  any  fact  or  circumstance. 

Q.  How  came  Mrs.  Clarke  to  be  making  any  inquhy 
about  this  ? — A,  I  did  not  ask  her  that. 

Q.  Do  you  mean  to  state  you  do  not  kr.ow  upon  what 
occasion  the  comeisation  between  Mrs.  Claike  and  your- 
self arose  ? 

[T/he  witness  was  directed  to  withdraw. 

[The  witness  was  again  called  in,  xmd  the  ques- 
tion. w«s  proposed  ] 

A.  I  suppose  sotnething  relating  to  this  business;  I  did 
not  think  of  it  at  the  time. 

Q.  Did  not  Mrs.  Clarke  inform  you  at  the  time  why 
she  was  making  this  inquiry  i 

A.  1  do  not  recollect  that  she  did. 

^J.  Will  you  poHti-vely  say  that  she  did  not  ? 

A.  No,  I  will  not,  because  I  am  not  suie. 

Q.  Had  any  body  been  in  your  presence  with  Mrs. 
Clarke  prior  to  the  irvquiry,  asking  questions  upon  the 
same  subject? — <A-  No,  1  believe  not. 

Q.  Cannot  you  remember  that? 

A.  I  cannot  remember  it,  if  it  was  the  case. 

Q.  Cannot  you  remember,  whether  three  weeks  ago 
any  body  had,  in  your  presence,  when  inquiring  of  Mrs. 
Clarke  on  the  subjects  of  military  promotions  by  the 
Duke  of  Yoik,  or  any  thing  which  is  now  the  subject  of 
inquiry  }—A.  They  did  not  inquire  in  my  presence. 

Q.  When  you  were  here  before  you  stated  that  your 
father  and  mother  were  living,  and  of  the  name  of  Tay« 
loi  }~A,  Yes,  I  did. 

Q,  Is  that  true  i—A.  Yes. 

Q.  Does  not  your  father  go  by  the  name  of  Chance  ? 
A,  He  never  told  me  that  he  did. 

[The  witness  was  directed  to  withdraw. 

Mr.  W.  Smith  objected  to  this  course  of  exanri* 
nation;  whether  she  knew  or  not,  that, her  father 

went 
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went  by  the  name  oft^hance,  was,  he  contended,  of 
little  conse'cfdence.  He  protested  against  any  at- 
tempts to  endeavour  to  draw  the  witness  into  contra- 
dictions. - 

The  Solicitor  General  agteed  rh'al'U  w*ts  not: 
very  material  to  the  inquiry/  before  the  Committee; 
but  would  it  not  go  to  afreet \he  ci edit  of  the  wit- 
ness, if  it  appealed  her  father-  never  went  by  the- 
name  of  Taylor,  but  always  by  the  name  of  Cnance. 

Mr.  Whitehead  said  it  was  competent  for  the 
learned  gentleman  to  call  evidence  to  contradict  the, 
witness,  but  he  would  maintain  that  any  temporary 
change  in  her  father's  name,  arising  from  embarrass- 
ment or  other  circumstances,  should  hot  affect- the 
witness's  credit,  th&questtons  pressed  upon  her  on  this  - 
and  her -former  examination  appeared  to  be  very,se»  • 
vere. 

After  some  further  discussion  between  the  Ghan* 
cellor  of  the  Exchequer,  Mr.  W.  Smith,  Mr. 
Whjtbread,  and  Mr.  Bathcest,  ,the  witnesi  wa& 
again  called  in. 

Q.  Dkl  your  father  ever  go  by  the  name  of  Chance? 

A,  He  never  told  me  that  he' did. 

Q.  Do  you  mean  to  state  that  you  never  heard  any  body 
call  him.  by  the  name  of  Chance  ?  .  , 

A.  No,  I  do  not  think  that  I  ever  did.  j  , 

Q.  Have  you  a  doubt  about  it?— A-  N'one,  l-befi£>ve< 

Q.  Th^u  do  you  •  mean  to  state  that  he  '  has  'always 
passed  by  the  name  of  Taylor  ? 

A.  To  the  best  of  my  knowledge* 

Q,  Recollect  yourself,  whether  you  mean  to-persevere 
in  that,  that  throughout  thewliole  time  you  have  known 
your  father,  you  never  knew  him  called  by  any  other 
name  than  the  name  of  Taylor? 

A>  Never,  throughout  the-  whole1 -tiaie  I  have  known 
him. 

Q.  Do  I  understand  you  to  say,  that  during  all  the, 
time  you  have  known  hirn,  you  never  yourself,  or  in  your 
presence,  heard  any  body  call  him  by  the  name  of  Chance  ? 

A*  No,  never. 

G  g  3  Q,.  Dou 
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Q.  Do  you  know  Mrs.  Favery  ?. 

A.  As  far  as  she  was  a  aenaut  of  Mrs.  Clarke. 

Q.  Horf  long  have  you  known  her? 

A.  Neaily  as  long  as  I  have  known  Mrs.  Clarke. 

Q.  How  long  is  that  ? 

A.  {Some  eight  or  nine  years,  I  suppose. 

Q.  Did  Mrs.  Favery,  all  the  tune  y(ou  have  known 
her,  go  by  the  name  of  Favery,  or  by  any  other  and  what 
name  ? 

A.  When  first  I  knew  Mrs.  Clarke,  she  went  by  the 
name  of  Martha,  but  I  did  not  know  her  surname. 

Q.  Do  you  mean,  that  Mrs.  Favery  went  by  the  name 
of  Martha  ? — A.  Yes. 

Q.  Did  you  never  hear  Mrs.  Favery  go  by  any  other 
name  than  that  of  Favery,  or  Martha? 

A.  I  do  not  recollect  that  I  did. 

Q.  Did  you  visit  Mrs.  Favery  when  she  lived  with 
Mr.  Ellis? 

A.  I  called  upon  her  once;  not  as  a  visitor. 
Q.  Whom  did  you  inquire  for  at  Mr.  Ellis's? 
A.  It  was  Mrs.  Clarke's  sister  went  with  me ;  I  was  not 
the  inquirer. 

Q.  Did  not  you  hear  Mrs.  Clarke's  sister  inquire  for 
her  as  Mrs.  Favery,  or  by  some  other  name? 
A.  I  believe  Mrs.  Favery  opened  the  door. 
^.  'How  long  were  you  together  ? 
A.  I  cannot  say. 

Q.  By  what  name  did  you  or  your  companion  address 
that  woman  ? — A.  By  the  name  of  Martha. 

Q.  And  no  other  name  ? — A.  No  other  name. 

Do  you  mean  to  state  (recollect  yourself  before 
you  answer  that  question)  that  that  person  never  went  by 
the  name  of  Fatquharf — A.  Never,  to  my  knowledge. 

Q.  You  have  known  her  nine  years  ? 

A.  YesJ  about  that  time. 

Q.  Ami  in  no  part  of  that  time  did  she  ever  go  by  the 
name  of  Farquhar  ? 

A.  I  never  heard  her  called  by  that  name. 

Q.  Were  you  well  acquainted  with  her  while  she  lived 
-with  Mr.  Ellis? 

A.  Yes,  she  had  lived  with  Mrs.  Clarke  previous  to 
that. 

Q.  You 
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Q.  You  had  known  her  when  she  lived  with  Mrs. 
Clarke,  previous  to  her  living  with  Mr.  Ellis  ? — A.  Yes. 

Q.  Do  not  you  remember,  that  when  she  went  to  live 
with  Mr.  Ellis,  she  took  the  name  of  Farquhar? 

A.  I  never  heard  that  circumstance. 

Q.  Do  you  mean  to  say,  that  she  continued  to  go  by* 
the  name  either  of  Martha  or  Favery,  after  she  quitted 
Mrs.  Clarke,  'and  went  to  live  with  Mr.  Ellis  ? 

A.  I  never  knew  her  by  any  other  name. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  Mrs.  Favery  being  married  ? 

A.  There  was  some  talk  of  it  in  the  house,  but  it  was 
scarcely  believed. 

Q.  Did  you  know  any  of  the  relations  of  Mrs.  Favery  ? 

A.  Not  one. 

Q.  You  never  saw  her  husband,  or  the  person  to  whom 
there  was  a  talk  of  her  being  married  ? — A.  No,  never. 
Q.  You  never  saw  a  person  of  the  name  of  Walmesley  ? 
A.  No,  1  never  saw  him. 
Q.  Do  you  recollect  your  father's  father  ? 
A.  No,  he  was  dead  many  years  before  I  was  born. 
Q.  What  was  his  name  ? 

A.  I  do  not  know  what  his  name  was ;  I  never  talked 
to  any  body  about  him.  '  » 

Mr.  C.  Bradshaw.  Q.  Might  not  your  father,  from 
distress,  to  avoid  his  creditors,  have  taken  the  name  of 
Chance,  or  any  other  name,  without  your  knowledge  ? 

A.  Then  how  should  I  know  it. 

Q.  Have  you  had  a  niece  of  Mrs.  Hovenden's  under 
your  care  at  any  time  ? 

A.  Yes,  more  than  two  years  ago ;  she  staid  with  me 
only  a  few  weeks  on  a  visit. 

Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  Q.  Is  your  father  now 
alive  ? — A.  Yes,  he  is. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  your  mother  has  been  in 
custody  for  debt,  within  a  short  time  ? 

A.  1  cannot  answer  that. 

Q.  Do  not  you  know  that  your  mother  has  been  in 
execution  for  debt  ? 

A.  My  mother  has  nothing  to  do  with  the  present  sub- 
ject. 

[The  Chairman  informed  the  witness  she  must  an- 
swer the  question.] 

[The 
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[The  witness  appearing  extremely  affected  was  or- 
deied  to  withdraw.}  * 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  said,  that 
it  was  very  painf'ui  to- him  to  be  under  the  necessity 
of  pressing  questions  thai  could  distress  the  feelings 
of  any  female;  but  he  felt  it  necessary  to  have  aa. 
answer  to  the  question. 

The  witness  was  called  in. 

Q.  Do  you  not  know  that  your  mother  has  been  in 
execution  for  debt? 

"A,  I  must  appeal  to  the  indulgence  of  the  Chairman; 
I  cannot  answer  it. 

[The  Chairman  informed  the  witness  that,  in  his 
opinion,  she  must  answer  the  question.] 

Q.  Do  you  know  that  your  mother  has  been  in  custody 
for  debti }—A.  Yes. 

Q.  H6w  long  ? — A.  Nearly  two  years. 

[The  witness  was  directed  to  withdraw. 

The  Chancellor  of  ihe  Exchequer  explained 
why  he  asked  the  question.  He  thought  at  her  first 
examination  that  there  was  something  in  her  answers 
respecting  her  father  and  mother,  which  made  him 
suppose  that  she  was  not  the  respectable  person  she 
was  represented.  It  now  appeared'  that  her  father- 
and  mother  were  not  married. 

Mr.  W.  Smith  put  it  to  the  House  how  far  the' 
credit  of  the  witness  was  to  be  affected  by  this  cir- 
cumstance. She  felt  on  the  occasion'  as  any  one 
might  feel.  It  was  natural  that  she  should  feel  it  re- 
luctance to  disparage  herself  by  acknbwledgin'g  that 
she  was  illegimate. 

Mr.  Whitbread  concurred  with  the  Right  Hon. 
Gentleman  that  the  questions  must  be  as  painful  to 
him  to  put  as  they  were  to  the  witness  to  receive ;  but 
it  appeared  to  him  that  he  had  rather  overstated  what 
she.had  said  on  a  former  examination.  She,  did  state 
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that  Taylor  was  her  father's  name,  hut  not  that  it 
was  hei  mother's.  It  was  by  her  credibility,  and  not 
by  her  respectability,  that  they  were  to  determine 
how.  far  they  should  believe  her. 

Mr.  Barham  regretted  that  those  last  questions 
were  put.  They  had  cast  a  doubt  upon  the  chaiac- 
ter  of  the  witness,  which  was  enough  to  extinguish 
her  means  of'  subsistence. 

"Mr.  DEDERICK  SMITH  was  called  in,  and  ex- 
am i  tied  by  the  Committee,  as  follows : 

General  Lvftus.    Q.  What  are  you? 
A.  A  brazier  and  tinman. 

Q.  Do  you  know  Miss  Mary  Ann  Taylor,  of  Cheyne- 
row>  Chelsea? — A.  Yes. 

Q.  How  long  have  you  known  her?  . 

A.  I  cannot  exactly  say,  but  I  think  about  fifteen 
years";  I  am  not  certain  exactly  to  the  time. 

Q.  Do  you  know  her  mother  ? — A.  Yes,  I  do. 

Q.  .How  long  may  you  have  known  her  mother  ? 

A.  About  the  same  time. 

Q.  Do  you  know  her  father  ?-— A-  Yes,  I  do. 

Q.  Do  you  know  what  his  name  is  ? 

A.  His  name  is  Thomas  Chance. 

Q.  Do  you  know  his  profession? 

A.  His  profession  was  formerly  a  stock-broker,  hut  he 
failed,  I  believe. 

Q.  Did  lie  ever  do  any  business  for  you  in  that  pro- 
fession ?—~A.  Yes,  he  has, 

Q.  Did  you  ever  make  a  purchase  of  land  of  him  ? 

A.  Yes,  I  did. 

Q.  In  what  name  did  he  convey  it? 

A-  In  the  name  of  Chance. 

Q.  Did  lie  ever  tell  you  that  be  had  a  wife  ? 

A.  His  wife  was  Mrs.  Taylor,  she  passed  as  hjs  wife, 

(j>.  Did  he  ever  tell  you  that  he  had  another  wife? 

A.  TSTo,  he  never  told  me  so. 

Q.  Did-you  ever  apply  for  him  at  the.  Stock  Exchange 
ander  the  name  of  Taylor  ? — A.  Yes,  I  have. 
Q.  Could  you  find  him  by  that  name  ?— A.  No. 

Q.  Under 
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Q,  Under  what  name  did  you  find  him  ? 

A.  The  na^ie  of  Thomas  Chance. 

Q.  How  long  has  he  ceased  to  be  a  broker  ? 

A.  To  the  best  of  my  knowledge,  .two  years-;  but  I 
will  not  be  certain. 

Q.  Did  he  do  business  publicly  at  the  Stock  Exchange 
every  day  as  Thomas  Chance  ? — A.  Yes,  he  did. 

Q.  Was  he  known  by  any  othor  name  than  that  of 
Chance  ? — A.  He  was  not. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  see  him  with  his  daughter,  Mary 
Ann  Taylor  ? — A.  Yes,  I  have. 

Q.  Did  he  go  by  the  name  of  Chance  at  that  tnrie? 

A.  No,  he  went  by  the  name  of  Taylor. 

Mr.  W.Smith.  Q.  What  was  your  reason  for  inquir- 
ing for  him  by  the  name  of  Taylor,  at  the  Stock  Ex- 
change ? 

A.  Because  at  that  time  I  did  not  know  but  what  his 
name  was  Taylor. 

Q.  How  came  you  to  apprehend  that  the  name  of  a 
man  was  Taylor,  whom  you  knew  by  the  name  of 
Chance  ? 

A.  I  found  out  then  that  his  name  was  Chance  ; 
before,  I  always  thought  his  name  was  Taylor  ;  I  f'ouud 
it  out  when  I  began  to  deal  with  him,  and  not  before. 

Q.  At  what  time  did  you  find  out  that  the  name  of  this 
person  was  Chance  ? 

A.  I  cannot  exactly  say  the  time,  but  it  was  that  time 
when  I  wanted  him  to  do  business  for  me  at  the  Stock 
Exehan,ge. 

Q.  By  what  name  did  the  person,  of  whom  you  aie 
speakings  go,  when  you  were  first  acquainted  with  him  ? 
A.  He  went  by  the  name  of  Thomas  Taylor. 
Q.  How  long  ago  was  1,hat  ? 

A.  Q,  that  is  $  good  many  years  ago,  ever  since  I 
knew  him, 

Q.  How  long  did  he  continue  ,to  go  by  that  name,  to  . 
the  best  of  your- knowledge  and  belief? 

A.  He  has  gone  by  that  name  till  1  found  out  that  his 
name  was  Chance,  when  he  began  to  do  business  for  me 
St  the  Stock  Exchange. 

Q.  About  how  long  ago  may  that  be,,  that  you  appre- 
hended that'the  true  nain.e  of  this  party  was  Chance  f 
■  .  4.  My 
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A.  My  memory  will  not  furnish  me  with  that,  but  it 
is  several  years  ago,  that  is  all  I  can  s,ay;  1  could  find  it 
out  by  papers,  but  my  memory  is  very  bad,  and  there- 
fore I  cannot  go  any  further. 

Q.  In  what  neighbourhood  did  the  party,  of  whom 
you  speak,  live,  when  you -knew  him  by  the  name  ,of 
Taylor  ? 

A.  He  lived  in  Norman-street,  and  he  lived  at  Bays- 
water,  and  all  that  time  I  knew  him  by  no  other  name 
than  that  of  Thomas  Taylor ;  nor  my  family,  nor  any 
of  them  knew  him  by  any  other  name. 

Q.  To  the  best  of  your  knowledge  and  belief,  was  the 
party  universally  known,  in  all  that  neighbourhood,  by 
•  the  name  of  Taylor,  and  no  other  name  ? 

A.  Yes,  he  was. 

General  Loftus.  Q.  Do  you  recollect  Mrs.  Taylor 
and  Miss  Mary  Ann  Taylor  calling  at  your  house  one 
day  with  a  bill,  or  an  instrument  of  that  kind,  to  get 
cash  for  it  ? 

A.  They  called  at  my  house,  and  Mrs.  Taylor  wanted 
to  borrow  some  money  of  me ;  she  said  she  had  a  paper 
te>  give  me  as  a  security,  which  she  would  not  trust  with 
any  body  else, 

Q.  Did  you  state  to  them,  that  Mr.  Chance  was  com- 
ing to  your  house  on  that  day  ? — A.  I  did. 

Q.  Did  they  then  know  him  to  be  the  person  that  you 
knew  as  Mr.  Taylor  ? — A.  Yes. 

[The  witness  was  directed  to  withdraw, 

{The  witness  was  again  called  in.] 

Q.  Did  Mary  Arm  Taylor  make  any  observation,  up- 
on your  stating  that  Mr.  Chance  was  coming  ? 

A.  She  laughed,  and  said  to  the  mother,  We  vill  say 
we  only  paid  Mr.  Smith  a  morning  visit. 

[The  witness  was  directed  to  withdraw. 

[The  witness  was  again  called  in.] 


Q.  What  did  Mr9.  and  Miss  Taylor,  ox  either  of, 
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them,  say  or  do,  in  consequence  of  your  telimg  them 
Mr.  Chance  would  be  there  that  morning  ? 

A.  Miss  Taylor  said  to  the  mother,  We  will  tell  rny 
father,  I  think,  I  will  not  be  positive,  if  be  comes,  that 
we  only  paid  Mr.  Smith  a  morning  visit;  they  stopped  a 
bit,  and  then  they  went  away. 

Sir  John  Sebright.  Q.  Are  you  quite  sure,  Jhat  when 
you  told  Mrs.  Taylor  and  her  daughter,  .this  person  was 
comifig,  you  made  use  of  the  name  of  Chance  ;  are  you 
quite  sure  you  did  tiot  say,  Mr.  Taylor  is  coming"? 

A.  I  am  not  quite  sure  ;  I  think  I  said  Mr.  Taylor, 
by  way  of  a  compliment. 

Q.  Have  you  any  means  of  knowing,  that  Miss  Mary 
Ann  Taylor  knew  her  father  by  the  name  of  Chance  ? 
and  if  you  have,  what  are  those  means  ? 

A,  I  have  ho  means  of  knowing  that  she  did. 

[The  witness  was  directed  to  withdraw. 

[The  evidence  now  closed,  with  respect  to  the 
pai  ticnlar  charges.] 

General  the  honourable  CHAPPLE  NORTON 
attending  in  his  place,  was  examined  by  the  Com- 
mittee, as  follows ; 

Might  honourable  Mr,  Yorke,  Q.  Do  you  recollect 
the  state  in  which  the  army  was,  when  his  Royal  High- 
ness  tdok  the  command  of  it,  in  regard  particularly,  to 
the  mode  in  which  the  promotions  and  commissions  of 
the  army  were  carried  on  ?  ^ 

A.,  i  believe  in  former  days,  those  officers  who  had 
great  weight  of  interest,  might  have  got  promoted  very 
rapidljr,  much  sooner  perhaps  than  was  right  or  proper  ; 
his  Royal  Highness  made,  in  my  opinion,  very  salutary 
regulations  to  prevent  that.  I  could,  if  it  was  not  tres- 
passing too  much  upon' the  time  of  the  Committee > 
speak  very  fully  to  what  I  believe,  and  what  has  come 
to  my  knowledge,  to  have  been  the  conduct  of  thr 
Commander  in  Chief  since  he  has  been  at  the  head  of 
the  army. 

Q,  State 


(   349  } 


Q.  State  any  particular  circumstances  that  arc  within 
your  own  knowledge,  with  reference  to  this  particular 
part  of  the  subject, 

A.  Perhaps  of  all  others,  this  is  a  subject  I  am  least 
able  to  speak  to;  but  the  conduct  of  his  Royal  Highness, 
with  respect  td  the  army  in  general,  I  can  speak  to  at 
large,  That  he  has  done  more  service  to  the  army  than 
all  his  predecessors  the  Commandeis  in  Chief;  and  I 
will  state  m  what  manner  :  m  the  first  place,  and  what 
is  very  material,  I  lecollect  very  well  that  his  Royal 
Highness,  I  believe,  was  the  instrument  and  the  nutans, 
thiough  the  medium  of  this  House,  of  giving  bread  t» 
the  soldier  when  he  had^little  or  nothing  to  eat;  and  I 
will  exemplify  that,  by  a  conversation  I  had  with  a  lieu- 
tenant-colonel of  one  of  the  best  regiments  in  his  Ma- 
jesty's service,  the  late  Lord  Cornwallis's,  Colonel  York. 
I  was  very  sensible  of  the  very  scanty  pittance  the  soldier 
had  to  subsist  on  in  this  country,  and  I  endeavoured  to 
do  what  I  could  to  assist  in  the  measure  ;  and  Colortel 
York  supplied  me  vyith  a  very  strong  instance,  which  was 
when  the  33d  regiment  was  about  to  return  home  from  a. 
foreign  station.    According  to  the  articles  of  war,  the 
"commanding  officer  of  each  regiment  so  returning  is  fa 
make  known  to  his  men,  that  any  soldier  who  wishes  to 
remain  behind  upon  that  station  is  at  liberty  so  to  do; 
the  men  of  the  3Td  regiment  informed  Colonel  York 
that  it  was  their  intention  all  to  remain  behind,  and  to 
continue  abroad,  because  where  they  were  they  had 
'ttifficient  to   eat;   and  if  tfeey  came  to  this  country 
they  should  not  have  a  dinner.    His  Royal  Highness 
first  got  an  allowance  of  bread  to  the  soldiers,  and  after- 
wards of  beer,  and  then  their  pay  increased,  and  upon 
which  the  soldiers  are  very  comfortable.    If  it  was  not 
wearying  the  time  of-  the  Committee,  I  could  mention 
another  'very  singular  instance.    Alter  the  American  war, 
I  jWfollect  a  soldier  in  my  own  company  (I  was  in  the 
'  CoHdsrYeam  regiment'  of  guards)  that  came  home,  and 
had' been"  very  severely  wounded;  he  ^vas  discharged 
•  from-  the  regiment,  the  regiment  had  nothing  further 
then  to  do  with  him  ;  he  was  recommended  to  Cbelsea, 
"  bift  Chelsea  had  no  means  of  taking,  care  of  him  ;  and 
the  man  would  have  been  left  to  parish,  Vi  it  had  not 
-JSd.-'XX/VI.  V.  2.  H  I)  '  beta 
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been  for  the  Quarter-master  of  the  Coldstream,  who 
went  to  the  officers  St  Chelsea,  and  the  officers  at  Chel- 
sea did  get  the  man  taken  care  of.  Since  that  (1  take 
for  granted  his  Royal  Highness  was  very  much  the  meaiH 
of  doingit)  the  York  hospital  was  instituted  ;  sothattlie 
men  have  not  been  left  in  that  distressed  situation  since 
the  American  war. 

Q.  In  your  opinion,  have  the  condition  and  discipline 
of  the  army  upon  the  whole  declined  or  inipioved  since 
his  Royal  Highness  took  the  command. 

A,  I  am  one  of  those,  unfortunately,  who  think  there* 
w,as  a  very  good  system  in  the  army,  with  regard  to 
discipline,  before  his  Royal  Highness  came  to  the 
head  of  it. 

Q,  Referring  to  the  time  when  his  Royal  Highness 
took  the  command  of  the  army,  and  the  latter  part  of 
Lord  Amherst's  time,  has  the  state  of  the  army  improved 
since  his  Royal  Highness  took  the  command  ? 

A.  Thev-e  was  a  very  good  system  then,  or  else  our 
regiments  would  not  have  gained  those  advantages  which 
they  did  ;  and  I  really  do  not  know  that  it  is  better  now 
than  it  was  then,  if  I  stu  to  speak  my  option. 

'  The  Right  Honou. able  General  F1TZPATRICK, 
attending  in  his  place,  was  examined  by  the  Com- 
mittee, as  follows : 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  the  state  in  which  the  army  was, 
when  His  Royal  Highness  took  the  command  of  it,  in 
regard,  particularly,  to  the  mode  in  which  the  promo- 
tions and  commissions  in  the  army  were  carried  on? 

A.  I  am  persuaded  that  there  is  no  officer  of  long 
standing  in  the  service  can  recollect  the  state  of  the  army- 
previous  to  His  Royal  Highness  taking  the  command, 
who  will  not  be  rea4y  to,, testify  the  very  great  improve- 
ment wfiich  the  army  has  derived,  in  every  respect  from 
Hip  Roy.pl  Highness' s  management  of  it ;  I  c^o  not  pre- 
sume to  give  this  opinion  on  my  own  experience  merely, 
having  no  'pretensions  myself  but  that  of  long  standing  in 
the  army;  I  consider  myself  as  a  competent  judge  of  the 
question,  ,J.  really  believe  the  notoriety  of  this?  fact  to 
every  officer  who  has  any  knowledge  or  experience, upon 
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the  subject,  is  such,  as  in  my  humble  opinion,  to  hav<* 
made  any  stich,  reference  to  general  officers  whojjy  un~ 
necessary;  and  all  I  have  to  say  upon  this  subject  is 
that  theie  is  no  officer  in  the  army  who  will  contradict 
the  fact. 

The  Eight  Honourable  the  SECRETARY  'AT?- 
WAR  (Sir  James  Pulteney)  attending  in  his 
place,  wot  examined  as  follows: 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  the  state  in  which  the  army  was, 
Vihen  Tim  Royal  Highness  took  the  command  of  it,  in  r#C 
gard,  particularly,  to  the  mode  in  which  the  promotions, 
and  commissions  in  the  army  were  cairied  on  ? 

A.  1  can  only  say  that  I  concur  entirely  in  every  syl-, 
lable  which  was  delivered'by  my  right  honourable  Friend, 
over  against  me*;  with  regard  to  the  manner  in  which 
promotions  were  carried  on  before  the  present  Comm.in-' 
<Jer  in  Chief  assumed  the  command  of  theaimy,  parti-^ 
cularly  in  the  period  immediately  preceding  his  .ippoiut-( 
merit,  there  was  Certainly  great  abuse,  aid  such  as,  if  con'-' 
tmued,  must  have  pioved  highly  detumer.taltotheser\ir<V 
It  is  notorious  that  rank  in  commissions  and  rank  in  the 
army,  were  got  intirely  by  "money,  o>',  what  was  the  same 
thing,  by  raising  a  ceitaio  number  of  men,  indeed  nioif 
generally  by  paying  for  it;  theie  were  many  instances  oi 
officers  who  attained  their  rank  of  rnajoi,  I  believe  of 
lieutenant-colonel,  in  the  space  of  one  or  two  years".  *  H'S 
Royal  Highness,  soon  alter  he  assumed  the  cornmarrd,*1 
established  a  regulation,  in  consequence  of  which  no  offi- 
cer could  attain  the  rank  of  caotain,  before  he  had  served 
two^years,  nor  that  of  field  officer  before  hp  had  served 
six,  and  I  believe  that  those  regulations  have  been-Trigidly 
adhered  to,  and  have  been  <*f  infinite  service  to  the  army.' 

Q.  f^tate  whether  in  your  opinion,  upon  the  whole,  th-e 
condBtvoH  and  discipline  of  the  armv  have  declined  or  im- 
proved'during  the  time  His  Royal  Highness  has"  been 
Commander  in  Chief  ? 

A,  .In  ^expressing  my  concurrence  with  what  had  fallen 
from  ":roy  Right  Honourable  Friend,  I  have  answered, 
that  'question.    I  certainly  conceive  that  the '-condition 

'  of 

*  General  Fitzpatriclc* 
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of  the  army  is  very  considerably  improved,  and  I  am 
opitain  that  its  discipline  particularly  (meaning  the  dis- 
cipline in  the  field)  has  impiovHl  to  a  very  great  degree, 
i  recollect  when  it  was  a  matter  of  difficulty  to  place  five 
or  six  regiments  upon  the  ground,  so,  I  mean,  as  to  be 
enabled  to  act  against  an  enemy;  that  operation  is  now 
petlonned  with 'as  much  facility  as  that  of  placing  a 
company;  when  those  five  or  six  regiments  were  so 
placed,  it  was  a  matter  of  great  difficulty  to  make  them 
move  in  an  miif'onn  Hue,  that  is  now  done  with  the  ut- 
most precision  and  facility:  I  therefore  conceive,  with- 
out going  further,  that  the  discipline  of  the  aitny,  and 
their  power  of  action,  have  very  considerably  impioved 
by  the  uniform  sj stem  which  has  been  produced  under 
the  auspices  of  the  present  Commander  in  Chief,  and 
that  to  that  great  part  of  our  military  glory  is  owing. 

The  Eight  Honourable  Sir  ARTHUR  WEL- 
LES LEY,  K.  B.  attei.chng  in  his  place,  was  ex- 
amined as  follows : 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  the  state  in  which  the  army  was, 
when  His  Royal  Highness  took  the  command  of  it,  in  re- 
gard, particularly,  to  the  mode  in  which  the  promotions 
anrt  commissions  in  the  army  were  carried  on? 

A.  With  respect  to  the  manner  of  conducting  promo* 
tions  iathe  army,  I  cannot  say  that  I  knew  much  about 
it  before  the  present  Commander  in  Chief  was  appointed  ; 
I  rather  believe,  however,  from  all  I  have  heard,  that  it 
was  very  irregularly  conducted;  that  a  regulation  which 
existed  at  that  time,  that  no  officer  should  be  made  a 
captain  till  he  had  served  two  years,  was  frequently  bro- 
ken through,  and  that  much  mjustice  was  done  to  many 
old  officers  in  the  army;  I  know  that  since  His  Royal 
Highness  has  had  the  command  of  the  army,  the  legu- 
lations  framed  by  him  for  managing  the  promotion  of 
the  army  have  been  strictly  adhered  to,  and  that  ,the 
mode  in  which  the  promotion  is  conducted  has  given  ge- 
neral satisfaction.  I  must  also  state  that,  besides  my 
knowledge  as  a  general  officer  of  the  army,  of  the  mode 
in  which  the  promotions  of  the  army  are  conducted,  I 

have 
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have«ome  knowledge  of  it  from  my  official  situation  ;  and 
having  had  frequently  to  apply  to  His  Royal'  Highness 
for  piomotion  for  different  officers,  in  consequence  of 
applications  which  have  been  made  to  me,  I  have  never 
found,  in  any  one  instance,  that  His  Jtoyal  Highness  ha&. 
depaited  fiom  the  i emulations  laid  down  for  the  promo- 
tion of  the  array,  or  that  he  has  done  injustice  to  any  in- 
dividual. I  must  also  state,  that  m  applying  to  His. 
Royal  Highness,  which  I  frequently  do, for  eusigncies, 
J  have  found  His  Royal  Highness  invariably  ready  "to 
attend  to  my  applications,  and  I  also  "kiiow  that  maily 
persons  have  got  commissions  fiom  His  Royal  Highness, 
by  applying  direct  to  him,  without  coming  thiough  me. 
In  respect  of  the  state  of  the  army,  I  can  say  fiom  my 
own  knowledge,  as  having  been  a  Lieutenant-Colonel  ia 
the  army  when  His  .Royal  Highness  was  appointed  tit 
command  it,  and  having  a  very  intimate  knowledge  of  tt 
since  that  it  is  materially  impioved  in  every  respect ;  that 
the  discipline* of  the  soldiers  is  unproved  ;  thjit,„o»ing  to. 
the  establishments  formed  under  the- directions  'of 
Royal  Highness,  the  offrceis  are  improved  m  knowledge  ; 
that  the  staff  of  the  army  is  much  better  than  it  was,,, 
and  much  more  complete  than  it  was;  that  the  cavuh\  is 
impioved  ;  that  the  officers  of  the  cavalry  aie  better  tfiau 
they  were;  that  the  army  is  moie  complete  m  officers; 
that  the  system  of  subordination  among  the  officers  of 
the  army  is  better  than  it  was,  and  that  the  whole -sys- 
tem of  the  manage  nent  of  the  cloathing  of  the  army,  the 
interior  -economy  of  the  le'giments  and  evppy  thing  thai 
relates  to  the  militaiy  discipline  of  the  soldiers,, a-jjd  the 
military  efficiency  of  the  arm}',  has  l>eeu  greatly  improrfi  ad 
since  his  Royal  Highnesb  was  appointed  Commander 
~  Chief. 

Q.  Do  you  consider  the  improvement  you  have  speci- 
fied, to  be  oniug  to  the  personal  superintendence  and 
personal  exertions  of  His  Royal  Highness  the  Com- 
mander in  Chief? 

A.  The  impiovements  to  which  I  have  ad  verted, -have 
been  owing  to  the  regulations  of  his  Royal  Higmiess, 
■and  to  his  personal  superintendence  and  his  personal  ex- 
ertions over  the  general  officers  and  others  who-,  were'  to 
see  those  regulations  carried  into  exesutioiK-        *  ... 

II  h  3  General 
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General  Mathew  also  bore  testimony  io  the  ex- 
cellent state  of  the  British  army. 

General  GROSVEJNIOR  attending  in  his  place, 
made  the  following  statement: 

I  wish  to  state  my  humble  testimony  of  the  high  '-eiiie 
I  entertain  of  the  advantages  the  army  has  derived  from 
the  zeal,  attention  and  care,  of  His  Royal  Highness  the 
Commander  in  Chief. 

The  evidence  on  both  sides  here  closed. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  said,, 
that  the  whole  of  the  printed  minutes  would  proba- 
bly be  delivered  to  the  members  on  Monday,  and 
it  was  eveiy  way  desiiable  that  this  gteat  question, 
which  had  engaged  the  public  attention  to  so  great 
a  degree,  should  be  put  to  rest  as  soon  as  it  could 
be  done  consistent  with  the  ends  of  justice.  As  the 
Members  had  already  the  greater  part  of  the  printed 
Minutes,  and  would  have  the  conclusion  of  them  on 
the  ensuing  Monday,  he  thought  that  the  following 
Thursday,  or  Friday  might  be  fixed  on  for  the  dis- 
cussion. 

A  short  conversation  then  took  place,  and  Colonel 
Wardle  declaied,  that  it  was  to  him  a  matter  of 
indifFejence  what  day  was  fixed  on. 

The  House  was  theti  resumed,  and  the  Repoit  of 
the  Committee  was  ordered  to  be  leceived  on  Thuis- 
tlay. — Adjourned  at  Three  o'Clock. 
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No.  I. 


COLONEL  FRENCH'S  LEVY. 

(No.  l  )— TERMS  proposed  to  raise  a  Corps  of  5,000  Men  t& 
complete  the  old  Regiments. 

Th.at  an  allowance  be  made  of  twenty-five  guineas  for  each  man 
approved  at  the  appointed  depots,  which  are  below  mentioned. 

That  no  man  ls'to  be  enlisted  above  35  years  of  age  nor  under  f 
feet  5  inches,  but  well  made  growing  lads  between  16  and  18  yea^s 
of  age  may  be  taken  at  .5  feet  2  inches. 

That  an  allowance  to  be  made  of  twenty  guineas  for  growing  boys, 
appioved  as  above,  under  lti  yeais  of  ag^,  at  4  feet  6  inches. 
(No  3  )  That  the  above  sums  of  twenty-five  guineas  for  men,  and 
tu  enty  guineas  for  boys,  ai  e  to,  sei  ve  as  a  fund  to  subsist  the  re- 
nuits  until  finally  approved  at  the  appointed  depots,  to  pay  their 
bounties,  to  ufioid  pay  to  the  officers  employed  on  this  semce  to 
furnish  clothing,  rppomtmrnts,  and  pay  to  the  non-commissioned 
ofhteis,  diummeis,  &c  &(  &c     In  short  this  fund  is  to  cover 
all  lecimt.ng  expences  and. casualties  whatever  , 
The  uciuits  aie  to  lie  engaged  without  limitation  as  to  the  period 
or  place  of  their  seivices ;  and  such  corpoi als  it  may  be  found  expe- 
dient to  employ,  aie  to  be  given  to  undeistand,  that  they  are  liable 
t»  be  drafted  as  privates  into  the  old  regiments  '•         .  \ 

Each  reciuitis  to  be  piovided  with  the  folloning  slop  clothing, 
viz  a  plain  led  cloth  jacket,  so  made  as  to  button  close  to  the  body, 
and  to  have  a  stand  up  collar,  a  short  waistcoat  lined  with  flannel, 
a  pair  of  long  mixed-colouied  cloth  tiowseis,  and  one  plain  round 
black  hat  and  cockade. 

An  allowance  to  be  made  of  £1  7  6  for  the  expencc  of  slop 
clothing  for  each  appioved  lecrmt 

That  the  bounty  given  to  the  lecruits,  not  exceed  that  given  by 
the  line. 

It  is  submitted,  that  the  following  places  are  to  be  fixed  upon  foi; 
depots  (as  considered  beat  calculated  to  expedite  the  service)  where 
the  leciuits  arc  to  be  finally  p-ii^ed  by  an  inspecting  field  officer,  or 

such 
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such  other  officer  as  may  be  authorized  by  His  Royal  Highness  ttie 
Commander  m  Chief  Edinburgh,  or  Berwick  upon  Tweed,  the-' 
Isle  of  Man,  Tilbmy  Foi  t,  Corke,  and  the  Isle  of  Wight. 

That  the  officers  employed  on  this  service,  upon  being  appiorcd 
by  the  Commandei  m  Chief,  are  to  be  Gazetted,  and  have  tcinpo- 
i  ary  rank  in  the  ai  my 

That  Government  in  the  first  instance  is  to  issue  an  advance,  in 
order  to  enable  the  levy  to  proceed. 

And  it  is  humbly  hoped,  if  the  chiefs  of  this  levy  cairy  into  prompt 
and  successful  effect  (winch  they  pledge  themselves  to  do)  a  mea- 
suje  of  such  magnitude  and  impoitancc,  that  their  exertions  will 
have  the  honour  of  msetiug  the  appiobjtion  and  consideration  of 
His  Royal  Highness  the  Commander  in  Chief. 

And  notwithstanding  the  high  bounties  now  given  to  recruits  for 
the  aimy  of  receive  and  militia,  they  are  no.i  piepaied  to  commence 
the  pi  oposed  levy  immediately,  trusting  to  their  stienuous  exei  turns 
and  attention. 

J  FRENCH, 

Colonel,  late  102d  Foot. 
H.  SAN  DON,  late  Lt  Col  of  North  Middx. 
Iiegt   of  Militia,  and  now  Captain  in  the 
Royal  W  Train. 

London,  Feb  1st  1804. 

(No  2  ) — PROPOSALS  to  raise  5,000  men  to  complete  the  olti 
Regiments. 

To  carry  into  efficient  effect  a  levy  on  so  extensive  a  scale,  it  is 
submitted  that  the  foliowiig  non-commissioned  officeis  should  be 
allowed,  which  are  considerably  undei  the  usual  complement  for  the 
uuniber  of  privates  ■-— Q0  seijeants,  go  coipoials,  40  drummers,  with 
the  usual  allowance  of  paymaster,  quai  ter-master,  adjutant,  and 
fiirgeon  On  completing  the  fust  500  men,  to  be  allowed  to  recoup 
mend  three  captains,  two  lieutenants,  thiee  ensigns,  a  quai  ter-mas- 
ter, and  adjutant  On  completing  the  fiist  1000,  to  be  allowed  to 
recommend  one  field  officei ,  two  captains,  two  lieutenants,  and  three 
ensigns,  and  so  on  piogressively  until  the  whole  h  w  of  5000  men  is 
completed.  The  officers  1  eeommcuded,  aienot  to  dispose  of  their- 
former  commissions  To  be  allowed  levy  money  at  the  late  of  £  15 
foi  each  approved  recruit  • 
The  bounty  to  each  lecruit  to  be  the  same  as  that  paid  by  the  line. 
Slop  cloathmg  at  £176'  per  man  to  be  allowed 
J  FRENCH, 

Colouel,  iate  102d  Foot 
H  SANBON,  Capt  R  W.  Ti  am,  and  Deputy 
Lt  Coun  of  Middx 


Memorandum . 

The  letter  of  seivice  granted  to  Colonel  f'icnch  and  Captain 
Sainton,  is  dated  the  30tli  Apul,  1B04. 

The 
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The  levy  money  was  augmented  from  thirteen  guineas  to  nineteen 
guineas  foi  each  appioved  recruit,  fittm  the  23th  June,  ld04. 
The  levy  was  discontinued  on  the  sjod  Apul,  1805. 

C.  II . 


(y0  D)— NOTE  fiom  Colonel  Fiench  to  Colonel  Clinton  ;  March 
3th,  1804. 

Col  French  presents  lus  compliments  to  Colonel  Clinton  .  he 
hopes  he  will  excuse  his  taking  the  hbeity  of  requesting  to  know,,  if 
the  pioposals  subniitted  to  the  Commander  m  Chief  by  Col  Fiench 
and  Col.  Sandon,  have  met  with  the  approbation  of  his  Bojal 
HmhnebS. 

March  5,  1804,  Cecil-street  Coffee-house-,  Strand, 

(No  3 )— Copy  of  a  LETTER  from  Colonel  Clinton  to  Colonel 
Trench. 

Sir,  Horse  Guards,  7th  March,  1804. 

In  wply  to  yonr  note  of  the  5th  hist  I  have  it  m  Command  to 
acquaint  you,  that  you"  should  addi  ess  yourself  on  the  subject  of 
the  proposal  to  which  you  allude  to  Lieutenant  General  Hewett, 
who  will  give  it  eveiy  consideration,  and  should  he  deem  your  plan 
to  be  eligible,  will  then  submit  it  for  the  Commandei  in  Chief's  con- 
sideration. 

Colonel  Fiench,  I  have,  &c. 

Cecil-street  Coffee-house,  (Signed)    W  H  CLINTON. 

(No.  4.)— LETTER  from  Colonel  French  to  Colonel  Clinton,  dated 
20tli  March  1804;  enclosing  Teuus  for  raising  a  Corps  of  5,000 
Men  for  Geneial  Service. 

Cecil-street  Coffee-house,  Strand, 
Sir,  March  20th,  1804- 

In  consequence  of  the  circumstance  which  you  stated  to  roe  for 
consideiation  yesteiday,  lespeeting  the  terms  pioposedfor  raising  a 
coips  of  5,00*  men  for  general  service,  and  as,  that  point  only,-  viz. 
the  amount  of  levy  money  proposed  for  the  recruits,  appeals  to  be 
objectionable  to  His  Royal  Highness  the  Commander  in  Chief ; 
Captain  Sandon  and  myself,  anxious  to  render  our  humble  exertions, 
acceptable  to  His  Royal  Highness,  herewith  have  the  honour  to  in- 
close terms,  wherein  we  have  changed  the  levy  money  for  each  ap- 
pioved recruit  fiom  £12  to  10  guineas,  which  we  hope  will  meet 
with  the  approbation  Of  His  Royal  Highness 

I  have  the  houour  to  be,  Sir, 

Your  most  obedient  humble  servant, 
Colonel  Clinton,  &p  J  FRENCH, 

Col.  late  102  Foot. 


PROPOSALS 


APPENDIX. 


PROPOSALS  to  raise  Five  'I housand  Men,  to  complete  the  o$ 
Rtgiments. 

To  be  allowed  toitppemt  90  Serjeants,  90  corporal1!,  and 60  drum- 
mtrs 

Thiir  subsistence  to  commence  from  the  dates  of  then  actual  ap- 
pointments as  such  The  one  half  of  the  above  to  be  reckoned  as 
part  of  the  complement  uf  the  lust  die  hui.di  ed,  and  the  remainder 
as  part  of  the  first  thousand. 

To  he  allowed  levy  mosey  at  the  rate  of  ten  guineas  for  each  1  e- 
crnit  passed  at  the  dep6ix  which  are  heteat'uT  mentioned,  together 
with  their  subsistence  tVoin  the  dates  of  attestations,  but  an!  sistence 
and  slop  clothuiq  only  for  lejected  men 

Not  to  enlist  any  man  above  the  age  Or  under  the  size  directed 
by  the  recruiting  instructions  for  the  line.  The  same  rule  to  apply 
lespecting  h'.ys  —  *  Qu  4s  to  the  number  of boyst  and  the  bounty  to  be 
altoned  urnu-irig  leds,  as  regiments  are  allowed 

Agreeably  to  what  vas  avowed  to  the  levies  for  general  service 
the  la><  war. 

It  is  pioposed  that  for  such  iccmit  as  may  receive  an  intermedi- 
ate approval  by  an  inspecting  field  officer  of  a  district,  and  after- 
w  ards  desert,  an  allowance  will  be  made  of  tin  ee  guineas,  provided 
it  appears  no  improper  delay  has  taken  place  in  sending  snch  le- 
ci  nit  forwai  d  for  final  approval. 
•  That  the  men  arc  to  be  engaged  without  limitation  4s  to  the  pe- 
riod and  place  of  their  seivice ;  and  the  corporals,  when  approved, 

placed 

are  to  be  given  to  understand  that  they  Are  liable  to  be  drafted  as 
privates  into  the  old  regiments.  Of  the  serjeants  the  one  half  are 
to  be  allowed  their  discharge  at  the  completion  of  the  levy,  if  they 
desire  it  i  the  I'.'iwtilider.  a»«l  the  drummer",  are  to  be  transferred 
as  such  — It  is  presumed  that  the  public  are  not  to  be  charged  mth  bounty 
for  the  Serjeants 

for  effective 

The  actual  expence  for  the  clothing  and  appointments  of  the  a  non- 
provided  by  governmt 
commissioned  officers  and  drummers  to  be  allowed 

Each  man  to  be  provided  with  the  following  slop  clothing: — A 
plain  red  cloth  jacket,  so  made  as  to  button  close  tp.the,  bpdy?  an4 
to  have  a  stand-up  collar;  a  short  red  waistcoat  lmecl  with fanned, j 
a  pair  of  lon£  mixed  coloured  c|oth  tiowsers,  and  one  plam  black' 
hat  and  cockade  — Qa.  Whe'her  any  clothing  is  necessary  till  thi  re? 
emits  are  approved  and  attached  to  regiments. 

That  he  shall,  out  of  his  bounty,  be  supplied  on  his  filial  appro- 
val, with  snch  necessaries  as  aie  pointed  out  la  the  instructions  fer- 
tile recruits'  of  the  line ;  and  he  shall  he  free  from  debt. 

That  an  allowance  is  to' be  made  for  the  slop  clothing  of,  one 

.pound 


*  The  linej  in  italic  are  queries  and  obscivatiolvs  to , the- Pro- 
posals. 
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pound  seven  shilling':  and  sixpence  for  each  recruit  specified  as 
above  —  Very  objectionable. 

That  the  bounty  to  each  recruit  is  to  be  the  same  as  ljj  now  paid 
by  the  line — Caie  must  be  takan  to  secure  the  recruits  recenuiu;  the 
bounty 

To  be  allowed  during  the  levy  the  assistance  of  ten  officers,  whose 
Hames  aie  to  be  stated"  to  His  Royal  Highness  the  Commander  m 
Chief  for  his  approbation  ;  and  such  of  the.se  as  may  be  upon  the 
half-pay  during  their  services,  to  be  allowed  full-pay 

That  Government  in  the  fust  instance  shall  grant  an  issue,  in  or- 
der to  enable  the  levy  to  pioceed  without  delay 

To  be  allowed,  dmmg  the  levy,  the  usual  allowance  of  adjutant, 
paymaster,  surgeon  and  quarter-master  — Provided  they  are  effective. 

At  the  completion  of  the  first  500  Men,  to  be  allowed  to  recom- 
mend-two  captains,  two  lieutenants,  two  ensigns,  a  quarter-master 
ami  adjutant. 

Upon  completing  the  first  1000,  to  be  allowed  to  recommend  one 
field  officer,  one  captain,  two  lieutenants,  and  t»0  ensigns ;  and  so 
on  progiessively  until  the  levy  is  completed 

The  officers  recommended  not  to  be  allowed  to  dispose  of  their 
former  commissi*  is  The  dates  of  the  commissions  of  the  officers 
iccomvnend<  d  to  take  place  from  the  date  of  the  lettei  of  service  — 
T/iJ?  appears  a  very  objectionable  meaiine.  It  i>'onld,  in  our  humble 
opinions^  be  preferable  to  pne  Col  Erenck  a  considerable  compensation 
on  the  completion  of  hit  lew/,  than  to  open  this  door  to  abuse,  and  give 
vp  siich  a  degree  of  patronage  to  an  nidmdual 

The  following  dep6to  to  be  fix«.l  upon  where  the  recinits  aie  t» 
be  finally  appioved  by  an  inspecting  fielr.  officer,  or  other  officer,  as 
the  Commander  in  Chief  may  judge  propei  to  authorize.  — Tilbmy 
Fort  *,  the  Isle  of  Wight,  >  the  !sle  of  Man  *,  Edinburgh  *,  or  Ber- 
wick on  Tweed,  Cork  *,  Dublin  *  — *  Objectionable 
3.  FRENCH,  Colonel  late  102  Foot. 
H.  SANDON,  Capt   R   Wag   Train,  late  Lieut  Col. 
North  Middx   Regt    and  Deputy  Lieut,  for  the 
County  of  Middx. 

Cecil-street  Coffee-honse,  Strand, 
20th  March  1804. 

a\  for  growing  lads. 
4  guineas  for  men 

(No.  5  )    LETTER  from  Colonel  French  to  Colonel  Clinton ; 
dated  is  April  1804. — (Three  Inelosures.) 

Colonel  French  trusting  to  the  known  goodness  of  His  Royal 
Highness  the  Commander  in  Chief,  presumes  to  offer  someobseiva- 
tions  respecting  the  terms  (in  behalf  of  himself  and  Captain  San- 
don)  which  he  had  the  honour  of  laying  befoie  His  Royal  Highness, 
for  raising  a  corps  of  5,000  for  general  service,  and  those  which  have 
been  communicated  by  Colonel  Clinton.  H«  begs,  m  the  first  in- 
stance, to  refer  Hia  Royal  Highness  to  a  comparative  statement, 

herewith 
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herewith  inclosed,  between  the  proposal  he  had  the  honour  to  lay 
before  His  Royal  Highness  foi  raising  s,ooo  men  foi  general  scivicej 
and  the  plan  adapted  by  Government  to  uiise  an  equal  number  by 
re°inn"nts.  The  difleience  m  fanrai  of  the  plan  of  the  levy,  m 
point  of  saving  to  the  ppbhc,  w  ohwous*  Howevtr,  it  appears  thit 
(Government,  instead  of  granting  the  recommendation  of  commis- 
sions in  laisiug  the  levy,  aie  disposed  to  allow  a  specific  sum  abeie 
the  lew  money ;  which  sum,  Culonel  Ohuton  has  mentioned,  it  is 
proposed  should  be  two  gu-neas,  a  consideiation  by  no  mean*  o-<e 
half  of  what  would  have  be<;ri  allowed  1  though  f>u  iavoiualile  as  lias 
been  made  appear  to  Gorei-iimeM)  by  the  Co.ami^ioin 

Fiom  the  insight  and  knowledge  po ,ses':ed  by  Kis  Royal  High- 
ness of  the  recruiting  sei-viee,  it  i'<  .-.caiceh  ntcessaiy  to  lepresont 
the  vanous  heavy  cxtia  expenees  attending  an  nmlei  taking  of  such 
magnitude,  the  veiy  gieat  attention  and  actrwty  icquiied  on  tile 
pai  t  of  the  undei  takeis,  w  lib  gieat  attendant  thai c*' ,  the  absolute 
necessity  (besides  a  uiu!hp!icit\  of  ;ri ndev ouzos)  or  hating,  m  the 
most  populous  towns,  houses  fitted  up  as  hanacks,  with  oery  ],ind 
of  convenience  for  the  accommodation  and  health  of  the  leeiuits  ; 
the  risk  of  bad  debts  by  the  hn  pi  ndence  of  some  officers,  which, 
with  etery  piecaution,  commanding  ohiceis  aie  1, ible  to,  paiticn- 
larlv  on  tine  piesent  extended  scale  lu  short,  the  vanous  expeiices 
attendant  on  such  a  ecu  ice  cannot  but  ibsorb,  oi  at  least  >eiy 
neaily,  the  t«o  guineas  pioposed  Uudei  these  cucnmstanc.es,  and 
fullv  confident  of  His  Royal  Highness1  s  hbeiahfy,  blended  \uth 
public  economy,  it  is  hinnblv  pioposed  to  the  Commander  in 
Chief,  that  furthei  addition  of  'It,  o  (Guineas,  under  whatever  head 
His  Roval  Highness  may  judge  most  pi  opt  i  may  be  allowed 

No  9,  Duke-stieet,  Adelphi,  Apnl  15,  1804. 

C  L  acquaints  Col  Fienrh  that  H  R  II  cannot  recommend 
any  otbei  teims  being  acceded  to  than  those  with  which  he  lias 
been  made  acquainted 

The  following  is  submitted  to  the  consideration  of  His  Royal 
Highness  the  Commandei  m  Chief 

J  FRENCH, 

Colonel  late  102d  Foot. 

For  the  fai ther  encotti  agement  and  expediting  the  completion  of 
the  levy,  the  sum  of  two  guineas  pel  man  (under  the  head  of  bring- 
ing money)  will  be  allowed  m  your  public  accounts,  to  be  disposed 
of  in  such  a  inaniici  as  you  sliall  judge  most  conducive  to  the  pui- 
poses  foi  which  it  is  intended. 


Difference. 
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•No.  6. — Copy  of  a  Letter  from  Colonel  Clinton  to  Colonel  French; 
dated  18th  April,  1804.—  (One  lnclosme. ) 
Sir,  Horse  Guards,  18Ui  ApH,  1804. 

I  have  it  in  command,  to  retain  you  a  Copy  of  the  Piopo*als  you 
made  to  raise  Five  Thousand  men  to  complete  the  old  Regiments  of 
the  Line,  with  the  Commander  in  Chiefs  Rem.uks  thereon  in  Red 
Ink ;  and  to  acquaint  you  in  reply  to  your  Letter  of  the  15th  instai't, 
that  His  Royal  Highness  cannot  recommend  any  othtr  terms  being  ac- 
ceded to,  than  those  herewith  transmitted. 

Colonel  French,  I  am,  &o. 

No  9,  Duke-street,  Adelphi.  (Signed)    W.  H.  CLINTON. 

proposals  to  raise  Five  Thousand  Men  to  complete  the  old  Regiments. 

To  be  allowed  to  appoint  90  Serjeants,  90  Corporals,  and  60  Drum- 
mers. 

*  The  Non-commissioned  OJJtcis  and  Diummeis  to  he  prevumsly  ap- 
proved of  by  an  Impeding  Field  Officer  of  a  Reciuumg  District 

The  Diummeis  to  be  of  the  same  age  and  standard  of  Boys,  as  speci- 
fied in  the  Rect  wling  Insli  actions. 

Their  Subsistence  to  commence  from  the  dates  of  their  actual  ap- 
pointments as  such-  The  one  half  of  ihe  above  to  be  leckoned  as 
parts  of  the  complement  of  the  first  600,  and  the  remaindtr  as  part 
of  the  first  1,000. 

Such  as  are  approved  at  the  appointed  Depots. 

To  be  allowed  Levy  Money  at  the  late  ot  ttn  Guineas  for  each  Re- 
cruit passed  at  the  Depots,  which  aie  hereafter  mentioned,  together 
with  their  Subsistence,  from  the  dates  of  attestations ,  but  Subsistence 
»ad  Slop  Clothing  enly  for  rejected  Men. 

Not  to  enlist  any  Man  above  the  age,  or  under  the  size  directed  by 
the  Recruiting  Instructions  for  the  Line.  The  same  rule  to  apply  re- 
specting Boys. 

Agreeably  to  what  was  allowed  to  the  Levies  for  general  service  last 
war. 

Tlmiten  Guineas  Bounty  far  Men.  The  Bounty  allowed  and  Sum 
after  mentioned  is  to  cover  every  expence  ;  consequently  no  chaige  as 
Subsistence  for  rejected  Men,  or  any  chaige  for  Slop  Clothing  will  te  al- 
lowed, as  the  Reirutts  on  approval  mil  be  clothed  at  the  Deptl,  by  the 
Regiments  to  which  they  ate  appointed. 

No  Subsistence  can  be  allotted  for  any  Recruit,  but  from  the  date  of  the 
approval  at  the  sevct  at  Depots  ;  but  with  a  view  to  cover  any  extra  ex-  ' 
penees  that  may  be  mem  ?  ed  by  the  men  having  been  enlisted  a  considera- 
ble time  previous  to  their  being  appi  oved,  Colonel  French  will  be  allowed 
to  enlist  Ten  Boys  m  eaik  Hundi  ed  Recimts,  for  whom  he  will  receive 
the  same  Bounty  and  Allowance  as  jor  the  otheis.  * 

It  is  proposed  that  for  such  Recruit  as  may  receive  an  intermediate 
approval  by  an  Inspecting  Field  Officer  of  a  distuct,  and  afterwards 


*  The  Remarks  printed  in  Italic*,  were,  in  the  manuscript  Copy, 
written  m  Red  Ink.  desert, 
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sieserr,  an  allowapce  will  be  made  of  three  Guineas,  provided  it  appears 
do  improper  delay  has  taken  place,  in  sending  such  Recruit  forward  fof 
final  approval. 

As  the  final  approval  is  to  take  place  at  the  Depits,  no  intermediate  ap- 
proval is  to  be  atlouied. 

That  the  Men  are  to  be  engaged  without  limitation,  as  to  the  period* 
and  place  of  their  service;  and  the  Corporals  when  approved,  are  to  be 
given  to  understand  that  they  are  liable  to  be  drafted  as  Privates  into  the 
old  Regiments. 

The  Di ummers  the  same.' 

Of  the  Serjeants,  the  one  half  are  to  be  allowed  their  discharge  at 
the  completion  of  the  Levy,  if  they  dei>iie  it;  the  remainder,  a'nd  "the 
Dnimmers,  are  to  be  translened  as  such. 

The  zcholeof  the  Non-vommisnoned  Pffiteismvst  nrcessanlij  be  enlisted 
in  the  first  instance  as  Privates,  such  tinly  receiving  the  Bounty  as  may 
aj lei  i^aids  be  posted  to  such  Regular  Corps  as  The  Commander  in  Chief 
may  direct,  find  which  Bounty  ran  o'dy  be  paid  ivherr  so  posted 
Refeited  to  th<J  inclosed  Papal. 

The  actual  expence  for  the  Clothing  and  Appointments  of  the  Non- 
commissioned Offtceisand  Dlummeis  to  be  allowed. 

The  CJothing  &*1  to  bt>f  implied  Jor  /he  cjf  ecttves  bif  Government. 

Eich  Man  to  be  p-ovded  wun  the  ioUo'tinj  Slop  Clothing  :  a  plain 
red  cloth  Jacket,  so  made  as  to  button  close  to  the  body,  and  to  bave^a 
stand-up  collar ;  a  short  red  Waistcoat  lined  with  flannel;  a  pair  of 
long  mixed  coloured  cloth  Trowsers ;  and  one  plain  black  Hat  and 
Cockade. 

As  the  Recruits  on  their  approval  at  the  Depdt  villi  he  immediately 
posted to  Regiments,  no  Slop  Clothing  appears  requisite. 

That  he  shall,  out  of  his  Bjuntv,  be  supplied  on  his  final  approval, 
with  such  necessines  as  are  pointed  out  in  the  Instructions  for  Recruits 
of  th',  tine,  and  he  shall  be  free  from  debt. 

-dusivered  by  the  foregoing  remark 

That  an  allowance  is  to  be  made  for  S'op  Clothing  of  one  Pound 
seven  Shillings,  and  Sixpence,  for  e  tch  Recruit,  specified  as  above. 
Ditto. 

That  the  Bounty  to  each  Recruit  is  to  be  the  same  as  is  now  paid  by 
the  Line.  ,  , 

On  approval,  the  Recruit  must  cet  tify  that  be  has  received  the  whole 
of  the  Bounty  he  has  been  promsed 

To  be  allowed  during  the  Levy  the  assistance  of  Ten  Officers,  whose, 
nasties  are  to  be  stated  to  h.s  Royal  Highness  the  Commander  in  ChieJV 
for  his  approbation,  and  such  of  thise  as  may  be  upon  the  Half  pay 
durii'g  their  services  to  be  allowed  bull  Pay 

'That  Government  m  the  first  instance  shall  grant  all  Issue,  in  order 
to  enable  the  Levy  to  proceed'  without  delay. 

frloobjeflton  ;  but  it  is  to  be  cleat  ly  understood  that  Government  re- 
serves to  itselj  the  poivej  of  discontinuing  the  Ltvy  in  toto,  if  4,000  Men 
are  not  tailed  and  passed  at  the  Dep&t  in  mn*  months  from  the  signing  of 
this  -better  of  Service,  or  that  the  5,000  have  not  been  tailed  and  passed 
m  thirteen  months  from  the  same  date. 

I  1  2  To- 
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To  be  allowed  during  the  Lev;,  the  usual  allowance  of  Adjutant, 
Paymaster,  Surgeon,  and  Q^arter-mastei . 

JNot  necessary,  a*  they  aie  to  be  fasted  at  the  Depots  ,*  but  an  Officer 
above  the  ten  -will  be  allo-wed,  -who  mttA  be  resident  at  each  oj  the  De- 
pots during  the  Levy 

Atthe  completion  of  the  first  500  Men,  to  be  allowed  to  recommend 
two  Captains,  two  Lieutenants,  two  Ensigns,  a  Quaitei  .msster,  and 
Adjutant. " 

Upon  completing  the  first  thousand,  to  be  allowed  to  recommend  one 
Field  Officer,  one  Captain,  two  Lieutenants,  and  two  E  lsigus,  and  so 
tfn  progressively,  until  the  Levy  is  completed. 

The  Officers  recommended  not  to  be  allowed  to  dispose  oxf  their  foi« 
mer  Commissions  The  dates  of  the  Commissions  ot  (he  Ofhceis  re^ 
commended,  to  t?ke  place  from  the  date  of  the  Letter  of  Scivice 

■In  lieu  of  any  nomination  of  Officers,  an  allo-wance  at  the  rate  ofTkuai 
Guineas  per  M.in,  over  and  above  the  beforenamed  sum  of  thirteen  Gut-* 
rteps,  shall  be  paid,  -whenever  500  Men  shall  have  betn  passed  at  the 
DepSt,  and  that  jor  evtty  other  50O  Men  so  passed,  the  like  additional 
sum  of  t-wo  Guineas  'Will  be  allowed  by  Government,  -which  is  const- 
detect  to  be  a  vciy  ample  gratification  for  the  possible  1  !sk  or  failure  is 
the  undertaking. 

The  following  Depots  to  be  fixed  upon  where  the  Kccruifi  ere  to  be 
finally  approved  by  an  Inspecting  Field  Officer,  or  other  Officer,  as  the 
Commander  in  Chief  may  judge  proper  to  authorize  :— Tilbury  Fort, 
the'  Isle  of  Wight,  the  Isle  of  Man,  Edinbuigh,  or  Berwick  on  Tweed, 
Cork,  Dublin. 

The  Isle  of  Height,  Dublin,  and  Edinburgh,  to  bs  the  only  Prp$ts, 

(Signed)  j  VRENCH,  Colonel  late  load  Raiment. 
Cecil-s'reet  Coffee-House,  II,  .SAlvDON,  Captain  R  Waggon  Tiain, 
"  Strand,  20th  March,  1804.       la'e  Lt   Col.  N.  Middx.  Regt.  and 
Dspy.  Lieut  forthe  County  of  Middx. 

No.  7. — Letter  from  Colonel  French  to  Colonel  Clinton  ;  dated  201I) 
April,  1804 — (One  Inc'osure  ) 
Sir,  No.  9,  Duke-stieet,  Adclphi,  April  20th,  1004. 

I  have  the  honor  herewith  to  leturn  the  Terms  proposed  on  the  part 
ofCapt  Sandon  and  mjself,  (with  the  Remarks  of  the  Commamlet  m 
Chie'f)  for  raising  5000  Men  foi  general  seivice  We  tiust  His  Royal 
Highness  will  have  the  goodness  to  take  into  favouiable  consideration 
the  Observations  inserted  in  the  margin,  as. well  »s  those  herewith  in- 
closed, uhuh  are  referred  to  in  the  margin. 

Colonel  C  inton,  &c.    I  have  the  honor  to  be,  Sir, 

Your  most  obedient  humble  Servant, 

J.  FRENCH,  Col.  late  load  Foot. 

Memorandum  from  Culoii;l  Flench. 

The  reason  for  submitting  that  one  half  of  the  Seijeants  should  be 
discharged  at  the  conclusion  of  the  Lev\,  (agreeably  to  what  was  al- 
lowed in  foimer  Levies)  is  because  it  has  generally  been  judged  expedi- 
entto  employ  a  certain  number  of  sieady  and  expenenoed  persons  as 
Serjeants  ;  men  very  proper  as  recruiters,  but  not  peihaps  fit  foi  active 
ervice.  We 
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We  further  submit,  that  the  Levy  of  oneiialf  of  the  Serjeants  wil)  be 
allowed,  on  compleating  the  first  five  hundred,  and  the  remainder  on 
compleating  the  first  thousand.  The  Serjeants  of  course  to  be  attested 
as  Privates.  It  is  submitted,  that  it  would  appear  singular  to  the  Ser- 
jeants, that  no  Bounty  should  be  allowed  them  until  so  distant  a  period 
as  the  completion  of  the  Levy,  when  attested  and  passed  at  the  com- 
mencement. '  It  would  occasion  a  great  loss  of  time  and  expence,  to 
send  theSeijeants  and  Drummers  to  the  Isle  of  Wight  for  approval,  as 
they  would  have-to  maich  fiom  distant  and  different  parts  of  the  em. 
pne,  and  return.  But  it  is  to  be  understood,  these  Serjeants  and  Drum- 
mers are  again  ult  mately  to  be  brought  forward  and  disposed  of  into 
Regiments  of  the  Line. 

The  Commander  in  Chief  agrees  to  one-half  of  the  Serjeant*  being  ih. 
f  barged,  as  lequired ;  but  in  the  first  instance  they  must  be  eahsted  and 
attested  as  Privates,  in  order  that  they  may  be  amenable  to  Military 
LaVJ ;  but  at  the  same  time  It  may  be  noted  in  their  attestations,  that 
they  are  to  be  discharged  on  the  completion  or  discontinuing  of  the 

Those  ts>ho  may  be  approved  as  ft  for  service,  will  be  a/Imved  the 
Bounty f  on  approval  at  any  of  the  DepSts. 

No  8. — Copy  of  Letter  from  Colonel  Clinton  to  Colonel  French,  dated 
SOth  Ami,  1804.    (One  Inclosure.) 
Sir,  Horse  Guards,  20th  April,  1804. 

Ha\.n*  hid  before  the  Commander  in  Cmef  your  Letter  of  this  day, 
submitting  for  His  Royal  Hghness's  consideration,  certain  alrerations 
proposed  in  your  Terms  lor  raising  Men  j  I  have  it  now  in  command  to 
return  the  enclosed  Papers,  by  which  you  will  observe  how  far  His 
Royal  Highness  has  been  pleased  to  accede  thereto,  and  to  acquaint  you, 
that  on  your  signifying  to  me  your  readiness  to  undertake  the  Levy  on 
the  terms  specified,  the  necessary  directions  will  be  given  for  expediting 
a  Letter  of  Service,  to  enable  you  to  proceed  therewith. 

Colonel  French,  1  have,  &c. 

No.  9,  Duke.street,  Adelptii.  (Signed)         W.  H.  CLINTON. 

Memoranda  from  Colonel  French, 

The  reason  for  submitting,  that  one  half  of  the  Serjeants  should  be 
dischargedat  the  conclusion  of  thc  Levy,  (agreeably  to  what  was  al- 
lowed in  former  LtVies)  is  because  it  has  generally  been  judged  expe- 
dient to  employ  a  ceitain  number  of  stead)  and  experienced  Persons  as 
Serjeants ;  men  very  proper  as.  recruiters,  but  not  perhaps  fit  for  activa 
service. 

The  Commander  in  Chief  agrees  to  one  half  of  the  Seij'ants  being  dis- 
charged as  required,  but  m  the  first  instance  they  must  aU  be  enlisted 
and  attested  as  Privates  in  ordei  that  they  may  be  amenable  to  Mili- 
tary Latv  {  but  at  the  same  time  it  may  be  noted  in  th'ir  attestations, 
that  they  are  to  be  discharged  on  the  completion  01  discontinuing  of  the 
Levy. 

Wc  further  submit,  that  the  Levy  of  one  half  of  the  Serjeants  will, 
be  allowed,  on  completing  the  first  five  hundred,  an4  the  remainder  on 
completing  the  first  thousand.  The  Serjeants  of  cours:  to  be  attested 
as  Privates. 

I  i  3  It 
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1 1 is  submitted,  thatit  would  appear  singular  to  the  Sirjea'its  th it 
no  Bounty  should  be  allowed  them  until  so  distant  a  period  as  the  com- 
pletion of  the  Levy,  when  attested  and  passed  at  the  commencement . 
It  would  occasion  a  great  loss  of  time  and  expence,  to  send  the  Serje  mis 
and  Diummersto  the  Isle  of  Wight,  for  approval,  as  they  would  have 
to  maich  fiom  distant  and  different  parts  of  the  Empire,  and  return. 
But  it  is  to  be  Understooj,  these  Serjeants  and  Diummers  ale  again  ulti- 
mately to  be  brought  forward  and  disposed  of  into  Regiments  of  thc-Lme. 

*Tho\eiuho  may  be  apptoved  us  Jit  for  service,  will  be  allowed  the 
Bounty  on  Approval  at  any  of  the  Depots. 

No.  9. — Letter  from  Colonel  French  to  Colonel  Clinton 
Sir,  9,  Duke-street,  Adelphi,  Apnl  2!st,  1S04. 

■I  have  the  honor  to  acknowledge  the  receipt  of  your  Lettei  of  yesier. 
day's  date,  inclosing  the  Terms,  with  certain  alterations,  upon  which 
the  Commander  in  Chief  will  be  pleased  to  grant  a  Letter  of  Setvice. 
I  heiewith  return  the  same,  and,  on  the  pait  of  Capt.  Sandon  and  mj- 
ielf,  beg  leave  to  s-iy  we  accept  the  same, 

I  have  the  honor  to  be,  Sir, 
Colonel  Clinton,  &c.         Your  most  obedient  humble  Seivant, 

J  FRENCH,  Colonel  late  load  Foot. 

No.  10. — Copy  of  a  Letter  from  Colonel  Clinton  to  Mr  Moore 
Sir,  23d  Apnl,  1804. 

I  am  commanded  bv  the  Cemmander  in-  Chief  to  transmit  for  the 
purpose  of  being  laid  before  the  Secretary  at  War,  the  inclosed  copy  of 
Proposals  made  by  Colonel  French  and  Captain  Sandon.  for  raising 
5,000  Men,  to  ccmpleatthe  Regiments  of  the  Line;  and  from  the  Re- 
marks (in  red  ink)  made  thereon  by  H  R.  H.,  Ml.  Bragge  will  be  ena- 
bled to  judge  how  fai  the  Teims  have  been  acceded  to  ;  and  I  have 
therefoie  to  request  that  you  will  be  pleased  to  move  Mr.  Bragge  to  give 
the  necessary  directions  for  expediting  a  Letter  of  Seivice,  10  enable 
Colonel  French  and  Captain  Sandon  to  proceed  with  their  Levy. 

I  have,  &c. 

Francis  Moore,  Esq  &c.  (Signed)    W.  H.  CLINTON. 

No.  n. — Letter  from  Mr.  Moore  to  Colonel  Clinton. 
Sir,  War  Office,  26th  April,  1804. 

I  have  the  Secretary  at  Wai's  directions  to  transmit  herewith,  lor  the 
consideration  of  the  Commander  'in  Chief,  the  draught  ot  a  Letter  of 
Seivice  to  Colonel  Frencn  ani  Captain  Sardon,  framed  according  to  the 
Terms  inclosed  111  your  Letter  of  the  23d  inslant. 

You  will  fce  pleased  to  state  to  His  koyal  Highness,  that  Mr  Bragge, 
advening  to  what  has  taken  .place  m  foimer  Levies,  is  induced  most 
particularly  to  recommend  that  it  should  be  a  condition  of  the  engage- 
ment now  under  consideiatior,  'hat  the  Recruits  should  receive  the  full 
Bounty  required  by  the  General  Reciuitmg  lustiuctions ;  or  that,  at  all 
events,  the  Bounty  to  be  paid  to  each  Recruit  should  not  be  less  than  a 
eeitam  sum  fixed  by  the1  Lttier  of  Service. 

1  have  the  honor  to  be,  Sir, 
Your  most  obedient  humble  Servant,. 
Colonel  Clinton,  &c.  V.  MOO  RE. 

No. 
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No~  la  — Copy  of  a  Letter  from  Colonel  Clinton  to  Mr.  Moore.  , 
Sir,  27th  Apul,  iS04- 

Having  hid  before  the  CommancUr  in  Clue!,  your  Letier  of  yester" 
day  s  dite,  transmitting  (he  dratt  of  a  setter  of  Service  to  Co!oneiFrenc 
and  Captain  Sandon,  (herewith,  returned)  and  stating  the  Secretary  3* 
War's  opinion,  "  thai  •£  should  be  a  condition  of  the  engagement,  th'it 
the  Recruits  should  each  receive  the  full  Bounty  required  by  the  General 
Recruiting  Instructions,  or  that  the  Bounty  should  not  be  less  than  a 
ctttain  sum  fixed  by  the  Litter  of  Service  ;"  I'have  it  1.1  command  to 
acquaint  you,  for  Mu  Biagge  s  information,  that  as  each  Recruit,  on  ap- 
proval at  the  Dei 6t,  is  to  sign  a  Certificate  that  ne  Ins  iceued  the 
lull  Bjunty  promised  him,  H.  R.  H.  thinks  that  the  consequences, 
which  Mi  Biaggeseeras  to  apprehend,  fro  a  110  ceuain  sum  being  fixed 
as  Bounty,  aie  noi  likely  to  e  isue,  ano  that  therefore  the  Article  al- 
luded to  may  remain  as  already  hxed  on 

The  Commaiidei  in  Cmef  howcvci  suggests,  that  a  Clause  should  be 
Ms:ited  with  a  Lctt-ci  ot  Seivice,  requiting  thct  a  sum,  equal  to  what 
miy  be  fixed  b)  the  tfecuiting  Institutions  in  foice  at  tlie  time  should 
be  deducted  from  the  Levy  Money  allowed  to  furnish  the  Reciuits  with 
sujh  necessaues  as  may  be  requisite  on  their  h\iaf  appioval  at  the  Depots 
specified. 

I  have,  &c. 

Francis  Moore,  Esq.  &c.  (Signed)    W.  H  CLINTON. 

No.  13. — Copy  of  a  Lettei  from  the  Secretary  at  War  to  Colonel 
French,  of  the  late  lozd  Foot,  ana  Captain  Sandon,  of  the  Royal  Wag- 
gon Train. — {Letter  ot  Service,) 

Gentlemen,  War-Office,  30th  April,  1804. 

I  have  the  honour  to  acquaint  you,  His  Majesty  has  been  pleased  to 
approve  of  your  raising  five  thousand  men,  to  be  turned  over  to  the 
regiments  of  the  line  111  His  Majesty's  service,  upon  the  fol  owing  con- 
ditions • — The  recruits  are  to  be  engaged  without  limitation  as  to  time 
and  place  of  service.  You  will  be  allowed  thirteen  guineas  levy  money 
for  each  recruit  finally  approved  at  one  of  the  following  depots  ;  viz. 
the  Isle  of  Wight,  Dublin,  and  Edinburgh  ;  out  ot  which  levy  money 
a  sum  equal  to  what  may  be  fixed  by  the  recruiting  instructions  in  force 
at  the  time  is  to  be  appiopiiated  to  furnishing  the  recruits  with  neces- 
saries on  their  final  appioval,  exclusive  of  the  actual  sum  which  may 
have  been  received  by  the  recruit  The  subsistence  of  the  reciuits, 
the  extia  allowance  to  inn-keepeis,  the  allowance  for  beer,  and  any 
othei  daiiy  charge,  will  only  be  allowed  to  comnieece  from  the  date  of 
approval  of  each  Recruit ;  but  wuh  a  view  to  covet  any  extra  expejices 
that  you  may  incui,  by  the  mrn  being  enlisted  a  considerable  time 
before  their  approval,  you  will  be  abowtd  to  enlist  ten  boys  in  every 
loo  recruits,  for  whom  you  will  receive  the  same  bounty  and  allow- 
ances as  per  men  The  men  and  boys  respectively  are  to  be  of  the 
age  and  size  directed  by  the  general  recanting  mstiuctio.is  oi  cheat  my. 
No  chaige  for  slop  cloathinc,,  lor  the  non-commissioned  officers  or 
recruits  will  be  admitted,  as,  on  approval,  th*  latter  will  be  clothed  at 
the  depots  by  the  regiments  to  which  they  shall  be  at  once  attached. 
No  intermediate  appioval  of  the  recruits  13  to  take  place  ;  and,  conse- 
quently 
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suently,  neither  bounty,  subsidence,  nor  any  other  charge  will  be 
allowed  for  such  as  shall  be  rejected  at  the  several  depSts.  Each  recruit, 
on  approval  at  the  dtp5t,  li  to  sign  a  certificate}  that  1  e  received  the 
full  bounty  promised  to  hint.  You  Will  be  allowed  to  appoint  90 
Serjeants,  go  corporals,  and  60  diumtners,  who  must  be  previously 
appiovej  by  an  inspecting  field  officer  of  a  recruiting  district.  The 
drummers  are  to  be  of  the  age  and  standard  of  bovs,  as  specified  in  [fate 
recruiting  instructions.  The  subsistence,  of  the  above-mentioned  non- 
commissioned ofBcers  and  drunimirs  is  to  commence  from  theoates  of 
their  actual  appointment  js  such  H  .It  of  th. m,  if  finally  approved  at 
the  depftts,  are  to  be  reckoned  as  pait  01  the  complement  of  the  trrst 
five  hundred  r  cruits  for  your  levy,  and  th*1  lemamutr  as  part  ot  toe  first 
■.thousand  The  corporals  and  drummeis  "are  to  be  given  io  unuerscand, 
that  they  are  liable  to  be  drafted  as  privates  into  the  old  regiments 

The  whole  of  the  non-commissioned  officers  and  d>  un-mers  must,  in 
the  first  instance,  be  enlisted  and  attested  as  privates,  and  th*se  aues- 
■tations  transmitted  to  this  office  immediately  on  appr  \n.    O  e  half 
of  the  serjeints  may  be  enlisted  v.ith  the  condition  ol  (hen  peing  d>s- 
chaiged  at  the  conclusion  of  the  levy,  which  encumstance  is  to  be 
noticed  in  their  respective  attestations     The  bounty  of  thirteen  gumeas 
will  be  allowed  lor  such  of  the  non-commissioned  officers  and  otummers 
as  shall  be  finally  app  oved  at  the  dcp6  s,  as  p.  11  of  your  levy. 
Cioatbing  will  be  provided,  under  the  others  of  government  for  the 
effective  non-commissioned  cfBcers  and  drummers  employed  as  <tb  >vo- 
mentioned.    You  will  be  allowed,  during  the  levy,  the  assistance  of 
ten  ofBcers,  vhose  names  are  to  be  stated  to  his  Roj.il  Highness  the 
Commander-in-Chief  for  his  ar-j  robation  ;  and  such  of  these  officers 
as  may  be  on  half  pay,  are  to  receive  full  p.y  during  their  seivice 
with  youi  levy  subsequently  to  such  approval.    As  the  men  are  to  be 
passed  at  the  depSts,  it  ts  not  thought  necessary  to  make  you  an  allow- 
ance for  an  adjutant,  paymaster,  surgeon,  or  quarter-master,  but  an 
officer  above  the  ten  will  be  allowed,  to  be  resident  at  each  depot  dunng 
the  levy.    In  lieu  of  giving  you  permission  to  nominate  any  officers 
for  commissions,  an  allowance  at  the  rate  of  two  guineas  per  man,  over 
and  above  .the  before-mentioned  sum  of  thirteen  guineas  will  be  made 
»o  you  whenever  500  men  shall  be  passed  at  the  dep6ts  ;  and  for  every 
$00  men  tubsequently  passed,  the  like  extra  allowance  of  two  guineas 
per  man  will  be  made  to  yon.    The  stipulated  allowance  of  thirteen 
juineas  each,  for  the  approved  recruits,  will  be  issued  immediately  on 
their  approval,  by  the  paymasters  residing  at  the  respective  dep6ts, 
by  draughts  upon  the  agents  of  the  corps  to  which  the  men  and  boyj 
may  be  attached,  and  the  recruits  will  be  afterwards  subsisted  thiough 
the  same  channel,  or  by  the  district  paymasters,  until  they  join  regi- 
ments.    The  pay  of  the  commissioned  ofBcers,  non-commissioned 
officers,  and  drummers,  employed  in  the  levy,  is  to  be  received  fiem 
the  paymasters  of  the  recruiting  district  in  which  they  shall  be  respec- 
tively stationed,  who  will  draw  for  the  same  upon  the  general  agents 
for  recruiting  in  London  and  Dublin  respectively,  rendering  distinct 
pay  lists  of  their  expenditures  on  this  head  to  this  office.    If,  however, 
any  of  the  commissioned  officers  should  be  on  full  pay  in  the  existing 
regiment*,  the  distinct  paymasters  will  draw  for  the  pay  of  Juch  officers 

en 
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on  their  respective  legimental  agents,  in  the  same  manner  as  for  that 
'WifSttet  "officers  employed  in.  the  recruiting  service/  In  consequence 
of  this  arrangement,  u  is  prestim'd,  thit  ynur  ?dvances,  on  account 
of  the  levy,  will-  be  so  inconsiderable  as  scaicely  to  require  any  imprest 
1  of  monqy  into -your1  hands,  in  the  first  insunce,  but  if  you  should'  find 
some' assistance  absolutely  necessary,  there  will  be  no  objection  to 
your  receiving  a  moderate  s  ira  on  account,  g.ymg  security  for  the 
immediate  repayment  thereof  when  desstei.  It  is  to  be  clearly  tinier-* 
stood,  that  government  reseives  to  itself  the  discretion  of  discontinuing 
the  Uvy  entirely,  m'  casi  4000  men  are  not  raised  and  passed  within 
nine  months  from  the  date  of  tins  letter,  ot  m  case  the  whole  ^,000  men 
are  not  taised  *nd  passed  within  thirteen  months  fiom  the  same  date. 
In  the  execution  of  this  service  I  am  to  assure  you  of  every  assistance 
that  this  office  can  affoid. 

CM.   French,  of  the  late  loi  foot,  and  I  have,  &c. 

Cipt.  Saudou,  of  the  Royal  Waggon  Tram.  C  BRAGGE. 

No.  14.— Copy  of  a  Letter  from  Colonel  Clinton  to  F.  M0016,  Esq.— 

(With  two  enclosures.  J 

Sir,  H  ir-c  Gu  ifds,  3m  M..y,  1804. 

I  am  directed  by  the  Commander-i  l.Cnief  to  refer  to  you  henwith 
si  noteJ'romCalensl  Frenehirtlative  te  tl»s  p«y  of  the  iiaii»eain*isswiied 
officer's  mud  drummers  ot  hit  new  levy;  and  his  Royal  Highness  think, 
jag,  from  the  circumstances  it*  ted,  that  thjre  appears  no  objection  to 
what  is  requested  by  the  Colonel  in  regard  to  the  subsistence  of  his 
noii.commuiiontd  officers  and  drummers,  provided  that  any  back  pay 
that  may  be  issued  for  them  be  actually  received  by  th  m,'  and  for 
•which  their  acknowledgements  will  be  ot  course  required,  desires  that 
you  will  be  pleased  to  lay  the  Sam"  before  the  Secretary  s>  War,  vyith 
his  recommendation  that  Coionel  French's  request  may  be  complied 
with.  I  have,  &c, 

Francis  Moore,  Esq.  &c.  W.H.CLINTON, 

Sir,  Horse  Guards,  25th  June,  1804. > 

I  am  commanded,  by  the  Commander-m-Ciiuf,  to  <  nut  you,  for 
the  mlormatioo  ot  the  S'cretary  at  VVar,  thitin  oons-qu  nee  ot  th» 
levy  money  for  recruits  fot  general  s  iv  ce  b-in^  ra'sed  10  nineteen 
guineas,  Colonel  French  and  Captun  Sandun  are  to  receive  the  aug- 
mented lev)  money  loi  each  iippr^r^d  leciuit  raised  by  them. 

1  h  ivf,  &c. 

F.Moore,  Esq.  W   H.  CLIN  I  QNT. 

Copy  ot  a  Letter  fiom  the  Drputy  S«re'tary  at  War  to  Colonel  Fieujfh 
and  Captain  Siudon  ;  uateii  28th  June,  180 1  .  , 

Sir,  Wu-Ofiee,  i8  h  June,  1X04. , 

The  i.ite  of  l.vy  money  for  the  infantry  ol  the  line  having  been 
augmented  to  rjnetten  guineas,  by  the  general  ordeis  tiom  head-quattefs 
dated  j&th  instant,  1  am  directed  to  acquaint  you,  that  the  l(k*  sum  wii 
be  >ajio.ved  tfor  each  ol  your  recruits  raised  subsequently  10  the  receij  t 
jhereol,  instead  of  thirteen  g»inea«,  as  spp.  itied  in  yeiii  lettei  of  Se/vice. 
Col.  French,  ham,  &c. 

Capt.  Sjndoo,  ,  f,  MOORS. 

No, 
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No.  15. 

London,  Cecil  Street  Coffee-hoase,  Strand,- 
Sir,  January  1 5ih,  1805. 

Your  Royal  Highness  I  hope  will  have  the  goodness  to  ex- 
cuse this  intrusion,  as  my  intention  was  to  have  done  myself  the 
honour  of  personally  presenting  the  enclosed  letter  to  your  Royal  High- 
jiess  this  day,  but  on  account  of  your  Royal  Highness's  not  ho'ding  a 
levee,  I  presume  to  take  the  liberty  of  transmitting  it  in  this  manner, 
The  particular  situation  in  which  L  obviously  stand  with  Brigadier 
General  Taylor,  who  inspects  my  reciuits  in  Ireland,  and  a  delicacy 
rot  to  be  troublesome  to  youi  Royal  Highness,  has  hitherto  held  me 
silent  on  the  subject  of  Brigadier  General  Taylor's  most  unaccouutable 
and  persevering  hostility  to  my  levy.  It  is  with  concern  I  must  declare 
that  he  has,  with  diligence,  taken  every  step  to  render  abotfve  my 
unremitted  exertions  to  carry  into '.ffect  the  intentions  of  your  Royal 
Highness  in  honouring  me  with  the  letter  ot  service.  At  length  I  feel 
myself  called  upon,  by  duty,  and  in  justice  to  myself,  to  state  the  cir- 
cumstance*. The  present  inspector  general  having  ately  had  the 
goodness  to  give  instructions  to  Brigadier  General  Taylor,  relative  to 
some  arrangements  of  my  non  ■commissioned  officers,  1  lommuncat'd 
the  same  to Quarter-mast:r  Fawutt,  of  tne  lew  reciQ"uig  m  Dublin 
(tor  his  guidance)  who  waited  upon  Brigadier  General  I  aylor  en  tha 
occasion.  The  reception  he  met  with  is  stated  in  his  tetter  ;  and  it  ii 
with  deep  regret  I  must  add,  that  this  proceeding,  on  the  part  of  the 
Deputy  Inspector  General  in  Iieland,  is  but  a  continuation  of  what  my< 
levy  has  experienced  from  him  since  its  commencement  there. 
I  have  the  honour  to  be,  Sir, 
Your  Royal  Highness's  respectful  and  dutiful  servant, 
His  Royal  Highness  the  Commander-in-Chief,  J.  FRENCH. 

Sc.  &c.  &c.  Colonel. 

(Private.) 

"  Sir,  Dublin,  8th  January,  1805. 

The  esteem  I  have  for  you,  and  zeal  for  his  Majesty's  service,  I  am 
sorry  to  say,  leaves  it  out  of  my  power  to  forward  your  levy  as  I  could 
wish,  fiom  the  treatment  I  have  receiv-d  from  Brigadier  General 
Taylor.    Your  letter,  dated  the  3d  instant,  I  received  the  sixth,  after- 
noon ;  and  the  next  morning  waited  on  Lieut.  Mprton  with  it;  ha 
desired  me  t»  take  it  to  General  Taylor.    The  general  looked  at  it, 
read  part,  threw  it  on  the  table;  sJti  he  knew  noth.ng  about  it,  or 
word-S  to  that  effict.  After  a  short  pause,  he  raised  hisvoice,  and  said  he 
had  received  a  letter,  laying  his  hand  upon  it,  it  being  open  before  him. 
Hedieh  began  about  the  Serjeants  ;  then  the  money — the  Serjeants  and* 
the  money — so  that  I  was  hcaitily  ured  of  his  sermon.  After  some  time 
he toiicluded  with  saying,  "You  are  no  levy;"  how  came  you  by  ;thafr 
name  of  Levy  ?  nor  did  he,  in  part  of  hisoration,  forget  the  wor4j(?«»>A' , 
ItWoulUtake  a  Cjuire"  of  paper  to  give  you  a  full  detail.    Adjutant,  Fog* 
was  the  only  person  present   Like  on  former  occasions  it  may  bedetjjed;j  s 
hutl  givt  you  my  honour  that  what  1  have  stated  are  facts.    I  wish  yoii 
to  come  here  as  soon  as  possible:  he  is  doing  every  thing  in  htspQW  19, 
thro*  its  an  our  backs  ; — I  ara^a  hurt  I  have  netspints  to  carry  on  your 
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business' — I  am  sorry  to  distress  your  mind  ;  bin  'as  impels  Ve  for  me 

to  stand  it. 

I  am,  Sn,  Your  obedient  servant, 
-  Colonel  French,  &c  OWEN  FAWCETT., 

No.  16  — Copy  6f  Colonel  Gordon's  Letter  to  Mr,  Kirkmtn,  igth  Jan. 

1805,  sending  copies  of  Colonel  French's  Letter(^o.  15) 

Sir,  Hoise  Guards,  191I1  January,  i8o£. 

1  have  the  commands  of  the  Commanter-in-Chief  to  transmt  to 
you,  lot  the  infoimation  o(  Lord  Cathtart,  a  copy  of  a  letter  and  its 
enclosures,  from  C-noiiei  French,  in  which  that  officer  complains  that 
the  Deputy  Inspector  General  tor  the  recruiting  seivice  ,in  Ireland  has 
taken  every  step  to  render  abortive  his  unremitted  exertions  to  carry  into 
effect  the  intentions  of  the  Commander  in  Chief,  in  honouring  him  with 
a  letter  of  service,  and  I  am  commanded  to  des.re,  thit  the  Deputy  In- 
spector General  may  be  called  to  explain  the  circumstances  to  which. 
Colonel  French  alludes,  as  although  His  Royal  H  ghness  is  sensible 
of  the  duties  incuuibe.it  on  the  Deputy  Inspector  General,  to  pre- 
seive  a  vigilant  i-oi.tioul  ovtr  the  vauous  branches  ot  h.s  department, 
and  to  check  jnl  repoit  upon  every  irregularity  that  may  take  place  in 
the  conduct  of  ofruets  and  persons  eng.ged  in  the  recrui  1  semce-in 
Ii  eland,  yet  his  Royal  Highness  thinks  it  equally  just  tnat  every  fair  in- 
dulgence should  be  given  10  every  officer  toenal*ie  him  to  act  with  fa- 
cility according  to  the  terms  ut"  which  he  is  bound  by  his  instruct'ons ; 
and  lam  further  to  des.re  you  nny  be  pleased  to  move  his  lordship  to 
examine  the  3etterofserv.ee  under  which  Colonel  French  acts,  and  to 
give  sUwh  duect'ons  thereupon  as  may  tend  to  put  a  stop  to  further 
representation. 

I  have,  &c. 

(Signed)        J.  W.  GORDON. 
P.  S.   Colonel  French  has  been  directed  to  repair  forthwith  to  he* 
land,  and  repoit  lusairival  to  the  Commander  of  the  Forces, 
J  .  Kirkman,  Esq.  Sec. 
Indorsed,  ijth  January.' 

No.  17. — (Ten  Enclosures  ) 
C.  B.  Acknowledge. 

Sir,  Royal  Hospital,  8th  February,  1805. 

Having,  in  obedience  to  the  Commander-in-Chiefs  commands, 
conveyed  in  your  letter  of  19th  January,  by  direction  of  Lieutenant 
General  Lord  Cathcait,  called  upon  B.  General  Taylsr  for  an  ex- 
planation of  the  circumstances  alluded  to  in  the  allegations  set  forth  by 
Cji  oriel  French'!  representation  therein  inclosed  ;  in  answer,  I  a  in  povr 
directed  by  his  lordship  to  acquaint  you,  for  the  information  of  rut 
Royal  Highness,  that  he  has  called  for  the  letter  of  service,  by  virtue  of 
which  Colonel  French  and  Captain  Sandon  carry  on  this  levy,  and  that 
his  lordship  desired  B  General  Taylor  to  report  upon  the  steps  he 
has  taken,  in  conformity  to  the  instructions  he  has  received  from  time 
to  tf&fc  from  the  Inspector  General,  concerning  the  levy  question., 
and~.aIS»  to  furnish  him  with  answers  to  the  points  which  nil  Royal 
Higtfriess  is  pleased  to  notice  for  enquiry. 
The  Brigadier  General  has  in  consequence  delivered  to  LieutcnantGe- 

ncral 


(    3/3  ) 


neral  Lnrd  Cpthcart,  th^Mepoit  and  explanatory  papers  heiewith  enclos- 
ed/which  u  j  3  reqitesteJ  my  be  sub  mi  "ted  to  Ihs  Rojai  H  gbness. 

Colonel  Fiejii.h  has  noTieported  hVs  arnval,  i.oi  is  it  kpuwri' he  ever 
has'  called  upon  the  CQtbma'ider  of  ilifc  F^tces  ift  Is  eland  ;  hut  tro doubt- 
ed iV  he  will  h^ve  eveiy  facility  ^nd  «upp->rt  affojod  him/ which' thV 
recruumg  n  tiuct  ens  md  cirtiimstmces  of  the  sei-^ice  can  wan  ant. 

Lieutenant  Oneial  Lord  Cathcart  desires  me  to  say,  thit  it  anp,f  ais  to 
Ivni  that  the  matteis  of  complaint  chaiged  against  3  General  Taylor 
b}*Co!onel  Frerih,  tray  be  icduted  to  four  heads  • 

-rsti  The  havn  g  objected  to  sendtrg  a  scij'ant  of  fie  Lev  y,  suppos- 
ed'to  frisve  been  raised  for  (he  piopoiuon  intended  for  Leiand,  out  of 
this  parttif'HiS  Mdge&ty's  donvnions.    '  * 

ad".  For  kavirg  refused  to  appicve  of  more  than  45  Serjeants  being" 
raJSed  "rn  Ireland  without  some  proportion  of  privates,  until  mMe  expla- 
natory lnstructidns  «houid  be  obtained  from  the  Inspectot  Geneial  to 
authorize 'that  measure,  ard  until  the  Serjeants  raised  111  this  country' 
ate  bi ought  forward  fci  "final  appuva* 

3d-  For  having  taken  a  t.eatirg  order  horn  a  peison  named  O'K'e'iv," 
although  giMng  beatirg  orders  to  poisons  bj'miiarlv  situated  had  been  1'- 
lowed  in  the  case  of  other  levies. 

4th.  For  having  pdmonshed  Quarter-master  Ow°n  F^^ccr,  in!**- 
gaid  to  the'  conduct  of  the  levy, ,m  a  manner  the  Quartet -iruatet  did 
rotappiove;  aiid  foi  h?^n  g,  in  the  course  oc  what  he  had  occasion 
to  say  to  th  s  person,  made  uce  of  the  w<^d  '■'  t t  anp  '* 

In  regard  to  the  two  first  ot  the^e  h.eaai>,  the  B.  General  appears  ta 
have  acted  as  it  seemed  to  him,  the  instructions  he  ieceivt  <1  from  the 
Inspector  General  in  regaid  to  issuing  sei  j^ajits  clothing,  explained  the  in  - 
tention  to  he,  but  that  he  had  submitted  h  s  debts  ,.nd  observations  to 
the  Inspector  Genera!,  whose  decision  had  not  srt  *{*d 

With  regard  to  the  third  cafe,  that  of  O  Rieik,  thete  is  an  (Sig- 
natory paper  No,g.  by  which  it  appeal^  that  the  Inspector  General  could 
not  recogn  ze  this  peison  as  a  proper  officer  to  hold  a  beating  oider 
without  further  explanation 

And  in  regazdtothe  fourth  case,  the  conversation  with  Qua*  ter- Ma's- 
ter  Fawcett,  there  is  in  the  Brigadier  General's  lepoit,  a  statement  ot 
what  actually  passed,  and  wKieh  as  it  happens  had  not  escaped  the  Ds-= 
puty  Inspector  General's  recollection,  Liputena.it  Geneial  Lord  Cat  heart 
feels  himself  called  upon,  not  to  couc'ule  his  icpoit  without  observing 
generally,  that  Brigadier  General  Taylor  Iks  uniformly  appeared  to  hi*! 
Lordship,  to  be  remaikable  for  his  dilig<  nee  ar  d  assiduity  in  cairyirg  on 
all  the  rmpottant  duties  entiusted  to  bim;  that  his  Lordship  has  on 
all  occasions  perceived  m  his  conduct  t\>c  g>eate&t  zeal  for  th?  in-' 
crease  ot  His  Majesty's  di^posakle  force  by  serviceable  reciui*s';  but  his 
Lordship  never  remarked  mhjs  proceedings,  or  heard  thnt  officer  accli**' 
ed  of  any  manner  of  partiality. 

I  have  the  honour  to  be,  Sir, 
Your  most  obedient  humble  Servant, 

J  KIRRMAN 

Enclosure  L) — Sir,  Dublin,  25th  Jan'.  '&of. 

I  have  the  honour  of  your  letter  of  the  24th  inst.  enclosing  the  cop* 
»f  qvm  ham  JLreutetoant  Colonel  G»rdon>  together  wi  »h  Mother  fro 
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Colonel  Frenc*  to  hu  Royal  ffigfiriejs "  the*  ComroarSder  in  Ctri&  sad 
of  one  frW  Quarter  Master  Faucett  to  Colonel  French ,  also  directing 
mi  to  transmit,  for  the  information  of  the  Coirt.ma'ndei  ot  the  Forces,  a 
copy  of  the  colonel's  letter  of  Service  and  of  the  instructions  under  which 
he  has  undertaken  his  levy,  and  for*  me  to  report  upon  the  subject  of  co- 
lonel French*s  letter  to  his  Royaf  Highness,"  as  likewise  up an  Quarter 
Master  Faucett's  to  the  Colonel 

In  obedience  to  these  directions,'  herewith  1  enclose  a  copy  of  Colonel 
French  s  letter  of  service,  as  also  of  such5  papers  from  No  l.  to  8  art 
have  received,  that  appertain  to  his arid? my  owli  instructions  ,  butpte* 
vjous  to  my  statement  concerting  the  two  letters  in  question,  I  beg 
leave  to  mention,  that'  in  May  last  I  first  received  intimation  that  co- 
lonel French  had  undertaken' to  raise  5000  men  in  a  given  peri»d  ,  and  t» 
enable  hnn  to  effect  it,  he  was  to  have  the  assistance  of  a  eertaii  num. 
her  or  persons  as  officers,  With  90  Serjeants,  go  corpora's  and  60  drum, 
mers,  one  half  of  whom  being  intended  for  Ireland,  p  No  8,  f  was  di- 
rected to  provide  'clothing  for     That"  uider  certain  conoitlonS  specified 
in  the  letter  of  service^  and  ir!  the  instructions,  the  colonel  wa&  to  bsve  a 
levy  money  01*21  guineas  per  trfaVi;    One  half  of  the  serjearfts  were  to  be  * 
fit  for  service  agreeaoly  tp  the  recruiting  regulations,  to  be  attested  is 
privates,  but  to  be 'transferred' a  5  Serjeants  attheteimmatlon  of  the  levy. 
The  other  half  werl  tohe  capable  bf  the  recruiting  sen  ice,  and  to  be  dls» 
charged  on  the  termination  of  the?  colonel's  levy     '1  he  corporals  and 
drummers  were  also'  to  be  according  to  ihe  recruiting  regulations  of  their 
respective  ranks,  to  be  atte'stedaS  J>rivates,  and transfeired  aspnvatcs,  on 
the  close  of  the  levy,  to  such  corps  as  his  Royal  Highness  might  be 
pleased  to  direct  *  The  bounty  tasney  payable  to  the  whole  of  these  per- 
sons, as  well  as  to  the  privates,  is  not  specified,  but  may  be  on  whatever 
terms  the  colonel  can  make  his  agreement,  and  in  order  to  prevent  any 
future  disagreement,  in  conseliju:*nc&  of  there  not  beinga  specified  bounty 
to  the  recruit,  I  am'dtfec'ted  to  haw  a  certificate  of  the  agreement  with 
colonel  French,  of  stich  merl  as  I  liinlly  approve  of,  which  certificate  I 
annex  to  the- attestations,  and  rs  in  form  No  4 

Towards  the  end  of  July  last,  I  Was  given  to  understand  that  one  Ser- 
jeant wtiohai  been  finally  approved  lof  had  been  sent  out  of  the  country 
This  being  signified  to  color/el'  French,  he  said'  he  cojld  send  them  to 
where  he  pleased,  and  on  my  lepl'ying  that  I  should  cdnsider  this  man 
as  one  of  the  proportion  of  serjeanfs  allotted  to  Ireland  (having  drawn 
the  levy  money  toi  him]  he  to  lciaded  with  observing,  he  should  appoint 
as  many  as  he  chose  for  Ireland  1  life  conception  of  the  instructions 
differing  very  materially  -from  mine',1  1  deenvd  it  requisite  to  send  a  state 
of  the  levy  to  the  Inspector  General,  and  to  inquire  to  what  extent  I  was 
to  pass  or  approve  of  Serjeants  for  colonel  Tieneh'sievy  As  to  corpo- 
rals and  drummers  they  never  came  im'o  question',  for  to  this  moment  he; 
has  not  raised  the  proportion  I  supposed  to  be  intended  for  Ireland,  viz, 
45  corpo-ais  aud  go  drumrneis 

(11  answer  fr>  Ibis  qu.iy,  I  received  the  following,  being  an  extract  of 
a   letter  from  lieutenant  colonel  Carey,  dated  s6th  July  i8r>4     "  He 
(alluding  to  the  Inspector  Geueral)  has  thought  it  ad  visible  to  refer  your 
"  quefy  to  tho  Commander  in  Chief's  consideration,  and  at  the  same  1 
*«  time  11  lay  before  his  Royal  Highness  a  statement  of  the  silences  of 
No.  XXVI —Vol,*.  Kit' 
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41  the 'levy,  with  a  comparison  of  the  benefit  derived  to  the  public  fu>m 
'*  the  contract ;  from  which  it  appears  the  public  li  is  pjniMor  howa  time 
gt  past,  tnoie  than  £  i  o  per  day  for  the  subsistence  of  p-ti  tie*,  exi  kiMve 
*f  bt  marching  muuey  and  bounties,  for  only  six  recruits  who  had  bteir 
"  approved  of  at  the  time  the  calculation  wai>  m?de  Un<f*r  such  cir- 
cumstances  ycu  willof  couise  notact  in  tpulmnucy  to  colonel  French's 
"  desire  until  fuither  otdets." 

i! This  information  was  given  to  colonel  French  fatly  in  August;  at  the 
same  time  Lsaid,  that  as  he  then  wanted  but  tew  serjrants  to  complete 
what  1  conceived,  to  be  his  establishment  Tor  Irelat  d,  and  several  ol  those 
he  had  were  at  that  time  only  intermediately  approved  of,  he  had  better 
bring  them  forward  fot  final  appioval,  and  use  some  greater  exertion  td 
get  them,  and  have  this  part  ot  the  business  over,  particularly  with  the 
seijearits  for  pet  mar  en  t  service,  because  he  had  no  moie  limited  seivlce 
Serjeants  than  the, others  ;  but  that  he  must  not  expect  I  shouid'exeeed 
this  number  .without  fui  ther  oidere. 

'  .Thus  the  levy  continued  with  bringing  few  forward  until  the  middle 
ff  October  Ust,  when  colonel  French  left  Ireland,  and  when  I  thought  ' 
1  had  passed  the  45  set  joints.  I  signified  to  Quarter  Mastei  Faucett  111 
the  November  fol7owi,ic,  i  could  not  pass  any  more  without  fresh  m- 
stiuctions,  and  again  ui^ed  the  completion  of  the  other  part  of  the  esta- 
blishment, and  to  make  some  exertion  to  raise  privates.  The  levy  con- 
tinued m  this  state  until  the  beginning  of  this  month,  when  I*received 
the  copy  of  a  lettei  t.om  colonel  Fiench  to  the  Inspector  Genual,  ac-  ' 
camp  mied  with  a  rpf  rru  randa  from  lieutenant  colonel  Gordon,  stating, 
that  by  colonel  Fiench 's  etter  of  set  vice~"he  was  entitled  to  go  ski  jean  ts, 
"  go  <  orporals  and  to  drummei*,  he  should  of  course  be  allowed  to  ap- 
tl  point  them. " 

No  7  The  d  iy  after  I  leceived  these  instructions  Quaiter  Master 
Faucet?  called,  .n>d  shewed  me  colonel  Fiench's  lettei*  (ilie  answei  to 
this  letter  ep,  e<ns  to  be  the  one  1  have  with  your's  of  the  2^th\  which 
Jefjter  stated  tt.e  purport  of  his  intended  regulations,  being  63  seijea^ts 
for  1 1  eland,  and  at  the  rtte  of  9  to  each  officer.  Thus  far  Quarter  Mas- 
ter Fducett's  statement  of  my  inattention  to  the  letter  is  incorrect  for  if 
my  recollection  st  rves  me  it  is  nearly  the  words  of  it  T  then  mentioned 
to  him  I  was  ready  to  inspect  such  persons  as  were  biou^ht  f 01  ward  ; 
and  1  was  notsuipnsed  at  the  exertion  to  be  allowed  to  complete  the  full 
establishment  of  Serjeants,  because  they  were  got  for  a  guinea  or  two 
bounty,  bat  there  did  not  appear  to  be  the  same  attention  to  get  corporal* 
aid  drummers,  although  in  few  instances  did  the  bounty  10  them  ex- 
ceed fix  or  eight  guintas,  and  as  to  puvates  thty  scaicely  appeared  to  be 
intended  as  part  cf  the  levy.  Alter  this  I  added,  1  should  have  (sup- 
posed, if  the  intern  ion  actually  was  to  raise  privates,  so  e  gt eater  ex- 
eition  ou£ht  lo  have  been  made,  if  it  was  no  moie  than  to  shew  a  dis- 
position to  make  good  the  engagement,  and  to  fulfil  his  Royal  Highness  s 
expectation  of  so  considerable  a  levy,  so  as  to  induce  him  to  continue  It- 
Bjt  situated  as  I  W2S,  J  felt  it  incumbent  on  me  to  say,  th*i  the  whale 
tenor  of  the  prpceedmgs  of  the  levy  since  I  saw  it,  went  to  procme  pet- 
sons  to  whom  scarcely  any  bounty  was  issued,  and  wlnrc  a  bounty  be- 
came necessaiyno  steps  were  taken  to  produce  them  As1  to  the  appoint- 
ment ot  Serjeants,  1  fcad  offers  dally  for  these  situai  oi.s,  without  *nv  ex- 
ptitauonol  oounty,  and  uochaige  ol  bounty  hadbeen  incuirui  by  the  no- 
mination 
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mi  nation  nf  ?  ^  of  tli^se  a  t^ched  to  the  recruiting  tleparimsnN  although 
they  weic  aU  ioi  ge  serai  s  t\ice.  That  at  that  moment  there  w^s  an  ap- 
phcuioiT  oil  t'ie  ta  <L,  ioi  whom  I  had  not  an  immediate  vaca  scy ;  the 
Q^i.t  t  M  stei  0'ulni  had  the  modesty  todestre  he  might  be  trauslei red 
to  ht  Ti  ,  to  which  i  s  ^  piy  iud — Wnat,  ton,  do  you  think  I  am  to  act 
as  u  imp  f  j i  you,  yoj  w.  1  \  ou1  selves  a  CJi  ps,  bat  in  iact  you  aie  a  levy 
w  hour  iTicu.,  and  iru-  U  w  \ou  have  got  stand  government  m£  i^o  per 
mm  We  then  parted,  *m  my  again  reminding  htm  to  bnnj,  ioiward 
a  ■?  suon  as  he  cou.o  tie  lamming  non -commissioned  ofRcei-s  co'onf-l 
Fiench  intendei  tur  Ir^lm  i,  tor  the  not  doing  so  there  w-.is  haniiy  any 
excuse,  pan.cu  ail/  as  he  w  iS~awaie,  that  the  age  and  standard  foi  this 
lfvy  were  more  t.i\o-iiabU  than  to  the  lins,  being  at  35  years  of  age,  and 
5  feet  4  inches  in  height,  wheicas  for  the  line  a>.d  geh  rul  sfrvice,  (ex- 
cept foi  ti  e  foui  yo jug  icgi meius).,  it  was  at  30  yeai s  ot  age,  and  at  5 
feu  5  wiches  in  height 

Tins  statement  is  111  fact  the  purport  of  mv  conversation  with  Q  'arter 
Mjstef  F-auct.ii,  anj  11,  the  subject  of  his  private  iettei  to  Lolo-jei  i-iv.  ic!., 
it  parsed  at  my  oth.e  and  in  piesence  ot  the  adjutant,  and  I  think  fully 
actou  its  foi  wh«K  h'  is  pleas  d  to  e*tl  my  sei  m  m  upo.i  the  servants,  and 
tVu  money,  a  >d  it  by  no  means  <ienoi.es  any  twsd'ity  to  .us  levy,  uut 
lathei  sht  Wi  an  anxious  des're  to  pioduc^  ai'  n  f.o  th->  serv  c-1 

in  regird  to  tne  lepiesentatton  made  by  co  onel  Ftinc  1  d  ins  Royil 
Highness, of  my  most  unaccountable  and  persevering  hostility  to  his  levy, 
and  that  I  tiki-  every  dihgent  step  to'reuder  abortive  his  umemitted  ex- 
ertions to  cai  ry  into  effect  rfiejiit-ntions  of  his  Ro^l  Highness  in  gr  in<  - 
in-g  him  a  letter  of  service,  I  can  safely  say  that  no  act  of  mine  lias 
shewed  a  disposition  to  thwart  h's  recrui«nig,  but  the  contrary,  and  if  I 
was  to  have  aued  m  strictness  to  )ny  insti  uctions,  seveial  of  the  tew  men 
\  have  passed  should  have  been'  dism^sed,  meiely  011  account  of  colonel 
Ftench's  officers  holding  out  engagements  to  them  as  corporals  and.  drum- 
xn^rs,  for  the  future  disposal,  that  could  not  be  made  good  ,  an  tor  a  - 
seiting  in  their  attestations  a  less  bounty  than  they  agreed  for,  which  (on 
account  of  their  not  being  abie  to  read)  they  knew  nothing  ot  um.i  t  ivy 
cpe  before  me.  I  do  most  soLmniy  ucrUie,  tne  day  oMuspeetmg  c  )- 
lone!  French's  men,  whenever  it  has  hithufo  InppeiiwJ,  ha5  been  mors 
a  day  for  settling  disputes  between  them  and  the  non-cfimmpsiOiied  of- 
ficeis,  thin  for  pai>sn  g  of  reuuits.  At  several  Itk  e. a.ct  jej  U-i^  b  'cii 
present,  whan  it  appeared  that  the  agieements  for  mas  uvg  were  lo**  a 
greater  bounty  than  insetted  in  the  attest iuoti,  and  tr*c  e  iJigemeiHS 
were  to  be  t»ansferred  as  corporis  and  diu turners  instead  oi,as  privates, 
consequently  the  inducement  to  uihst  tor  a  ids  bounty  is  ohv.oui. 

in  lepeated  instances,  fioin  a  wish  to  get  m-rt,  1  have  prcva'i.ed  upon 
tli^m  to  agree  to  a  traustei  as  pnvats^,  aad  at  the  bame  tunc  &iJa  nf'ej  to 
colonel  Fiench  he  should  instruct  his  officers  to  prevent  tnese  continu- 
ed dispute?,  some  of  whiUi  01  a  similar  nature)  since  his  absei  ce,  ha«e 
bsen  greater  than  before  - 

In  respect  to  the  bounty  paid  to  men  r?i  ffd  in  the  country,  the  co- 
lonftl's  officers  are  notsatistied  with  inducing  them  to  n.lm  at  an  un  ler- 
rate1  of  bounty,  but  in  their  payment  ot  it  tiiey  keep  a  i  unning  accou,'i, 
and  when  they  settle,  the  men  have  been  chaij.e.1  with  the  p-iy  g^et.  to 
them  from  their  mhsuuent,  paa-of  the  bounty.  Coin  i-r.  trench  is 
K  k.  2-  no 
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SQstranger  to  this,  and  I  believe  in  more  than  one  instance,  he  has  re« 
funded  the  fay  to  the  reciuu,  and  said  he  would  recover  it  from  his 

From, these  circumstances  I  feel  it  necessary  tc  see  the  men  and  the 
fubjic  done  justice  to,  which  I  am  convinced  is  the  sole  cause  of  the 
representation  of  my  persevering  hostility  ro  the  levy  The  certificate 
of  the  £Ums  agreed  to,  and  wrote  on  the  hack  of  several  attestitions, 
differing  with  what  u  originally  inserted  in  the  fiont  of  them,  will  cor- 
roborate what  I  assert. 

I  now  beg  to  mention  as  matter  of  information,  that  since  colonel 
French's  levy  commenced  in  Ireland,  "in  July  last,  there  has  been  48 
perjeants  approved  of  to  the  19th  ihst.  of  whom  2  have  deserted,  1 
drowned,  1  promoted  to  be  an.  officer,  j  reduced  by  sentence  of  a  court 
martial,  and  sent  to  the  Isle  ot  Wight  as  p.rivate;  2  rriore  leduced  by 
sentence  of  a  court  martial,  and  being  for  limited  service,  -ire.  supposed 
»o  have. been  dismissed,  not  being  returned  as  privates,  leaving  41  forth- 
coming for  transferable  and  limned  service,  but  including  the  one  sent 
from  Ireland  ;  besidis  15  corporal-,  of  whom  1  have  deserted,  and  15 
ttrumii  ers.  These  aicthe  whole  that  the  levy  fiave  procured  of  every 
description  except  27  privates  and  2  boys,  of  whom  8  have  deserted  or 
have  been  taken  up  as  desei  tors  from  other  corps.  Now  as  from  the 
strength  of  the  present  number  of  persons  to  recruit  (no  less  than  80  u. 
tlujtve  rt  officers)  but— Recruits  are  forthcoming,  and  not  one  returiud 
since  the  17th  ult.  it  is  scarcely  possible  to  expect  much  advantage,  pai- 
tic»larlj  as  from  the  tenor  of  the  contract  there  is  no  obligation  to  make 
$t  good 

Should  the  whole  of  colonel  Trench's  non-commissioned  officers  b4 
linminated,  and  his  engagements  with  them  be  effected  on  the  same  termj 
«  hitherto,  the  advantage  can  be  easily  ascertained,  when  thepapers  be 
for*  me  shew,  that  the  average  bounty  to  each  Serjeant  is  under  %  gui- 
neas, to  each  coiporal  7  guineas,  and  each  drummer  6  guineas;  con- 
sequently when  the  harvest  is  reaped  by  the  appointment  of  the  non- 
commissioned officers,  there  can  be  little  reason  to  uuppose  from  what 
Jias  heen  done,  that  the  proper  exertions  to  obtain  privates  will  after- 
Wards  be  used. 

1  c?nnot  c  ose  this  statement  in  reply  to  colonel  iiench's  representa- 
tion, without  observing,  that  no  bounty  is  advanced  to  such  recruits  as 
aie  raised  in  Dublin  until  they  are  finally  passed  ;  and  unless  accidental- 
ly seen  when  under  surgical  examination,  iheyare  not  noticed  by  any  of 
tnereciuitmg  staff,  and  it  has  happened  repeatedly,  that  Quarter  Mister 
TVucett  has  staled  (as  soon  as  the  men  are  passed  and  completely  oi»  the 
risk  of  colonel  trench's  people)  he  waa  certain  that  particular  menwou.d 
defeert,  and  with  a  sneei  recommended  me  to  keep  a  watch  upon  them ; 
several  of  his  pointing  out  have  deserted,  and  others  have  been  taken  up 
the  veiy  same  evening  01  n;xt  d^y,  when  oui  people  had  time  to  exa- 
mine. In  one  instance,  I  have  strong  reason  to  believe  (though  without 
proof)  that  he  knew  the  fellow  to  be  a  deserter  when  he  was  brought 
foiw3rJ. 

The  repoits  of  irregular  proceedings  in  the  country  aie  numerous,  of 
eneinparticul.il.  I  inclose  the  magistrate's  representation.  The  lad 
vyaj  brought  to,  Publi»  as  stated  by  the  magistrate  in.  No.  $,  and  was 

surgically 
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.OT^gicjl'y  rejected,  and  dismissed  Ijeforf  I  leceived  the*  letter,  consequent- 
ly I  was  not  enabled  to  make  the  proper  m<)  nry.  I  i  short  the  Cdm- 
plj)in,ts,are  frequent,  and  I  can  aver,  that  i.otwithstandtug  the  mtrttt- 
ylicity  of  lecrtiitiiig  which  h*s  been  going  ori  M  Ireland  smce  Jade  Wit 
Ifa  the  t xienl  of  more  than  5,000  men  that  have  been  r»i«d)  ahd'some 
u/ it, with  the  strongest  inducement' to  raise  men  by  every  means  possible, 
Vet  I  have  had  fewer  personal  diffsrencci  to  settle  betweeli  officers  and 
their  recruiti,  than  1  have  had  with  colon-]  French's  levy.  ' 
,,Huv?.ver  feasible  colonel  .French  may  have  imagined  it'might  be  to 
raise  5^000  men  jvhen  he  gave  in  his  proposals  to  his.'  Royal  High- 
ness, he  now  sees  the  jmpracticab.I'tv  ot  it,  theiefote  must  attas.fi  <t 
cause  lot  its  failure  somewhere,  If,  however,  time  is  a  cause  for  its 
1  ot  succeeding  in  Ireland,  he  should  affix  it  tothe'avai'ceot  his  own 
people,  for  the  bounty  to  the —Recruits  is'bu't  jrjgvmeas  on^'the 
avfrige.  to  e<ich  ,  how  therefore  is  it  possible  for  them  to  get  men,  even 
jyih,  evcy  ki;i>wiedge  of  the  ait  of  recruiting,  when  every  officer 
atound  them  are  giving  16  guineas,  and  to  which  is  added  the  induce- 
ment of  promotion  and  personal  influence ;  notwithstanding  which  many 
of  th'ie  grmlrmeu  have /ailed 

1  tiusi  jou  mil  emuse  the  unreasonable  length  of  this  letter;  hut  the 
veiy  suing  a.  (i  untenantable  representation' o(  colonel  French  against 
my  coiouu,  lendds  it  requisite  to  make  this  statement  in  vindication 
or  it,  ^h'cli  I  oeg  LcrdCathcart  *ill  have  the  goodnrss  to  rej'rfS'irt  to 
jue  ComnumUi  1-1  1  luef.  At  the  same  time  I  can  declare,  that 'si  ice 
the  turn  .nomept  <  i»  Royal  Highness  was  gracronsly  pi  ased  to  appoint 
fit  Deputy  Inswtiioi  General  for  Ireland, every  thougtit  and  •ittiai'-e.n 
z:>lojsly  ex  ited  to  fulfil  the  trust  icposed  in  rnc,  and 'to  })i6  note  the 
etr^'Ci,  vvi  u.h  I  bei.cve  not  onjy  tne  late  'Inspector  Oerteral  wil'  e  tlly, 

will  1  tiusi  the  picsent  one,  fiom  his  knowledge  of  my  yroc  eSings 
Jit)cev|i  s  'pppiiitmeiu, 

I  have  the  honoui  to  remain,  Sir,    -  - 
Your  most  obedient  <wiq  Uithlul  hurto>e  s-rvrtt} 
J-icut-  an  t  Colonel  tCirkman,  &c.  JAMES  TAYLOK 

*    "  Bugadier  C-n-iai  D   It  G" 

(iVpv  )       (Enclosure  a  — No'  r,  with  Two  En  losure*  )' 
Si,  ,       _  Army  l)e(_6t,  11  h  VI iV 

I  nave  receire'd  the  Inspector  Generil's  direction'  to  n  n.mu,  lorj.mr 
lu'i'ti)  <i  190  and  guidance,  the  encosM  t_o[)  01  a  Istur  rroia  Ka'ius 
ft,  <>oi»,  "esq  w'tli  the  copy  ot  a  lett  1  ot  stivice  gra  ,ir  I  to  neul  .apt 
60  cpe  f'unch  of  the  laic  io2d,f«'  ',  a'.d  c  ptain  '•andon  ot  tht  Ro}*l 
VV.iji^n  liam,  a"thorsmg  them  tu  niv  5  0:0  gcnern  seivfee  it  tmis, 
111  <in,y  part  of  the  tinted  Kn,gJot>i,  t->  be  n'n  I ty  pastel  at  the  M  own  g 
"p^tyi,  at  Dublin,  undeiyom  order>  ,  nt  fi  'M-burp Ii,  uii-ti  the  omen 
ot  Colonel  Scott,'  Dipuiy  Ihspec'tot  G.  oeuilor  Narth  Bi.t'h1,  a*d  »i 
thj  We,of,  Wight  under  the  mspctot  C.ncral  l.iejt  Gi  nenf  Hewi.t 
(fOMresme  at  the  same  time  lo  request  you  will  be  car  icu.arly  caelum*  in 
regaid.,10  deserters,  and  nut  pass  any  mm  whom  you  may  have  r east!  11  tu 
suspect'aasuch  '  ' 

h  The  Liids  and  Boys  are  to  be  f'nvauSbly  sent  to  this  depdt  in  sush 
numbers  and  by  such  means  as  y<m  may  judge  mcst- admabiev  auj  m 
JOiwarding  them  huh&i  you  will  use  e\ery  piecauuon  to  picrent  their 
K.  k  3  passs.ig 
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passing  for  the  ordinary  General  Service  Recruit'".  You  Will  fdrwaroV 
separate  weekly  returns  of  this  Corps,  which  will  regulate  the  Inspec- 
tor General  in  his  directions  for  the  disposal  of  the  men  which  may  be 
nppi  .ived  of  by  you.' 

I  have  the  honour,  &c.  &c.  &c.  ' 

(Signed)       '  JOHN  JAMES  BARLOW, 
Colonel  Taylor,  Sic.  Dublm,  Lt.  Col.  D.'  1.  C 

Indorsed  4th.  May  1804,  30th  April  180  ' 

S  r,'  War-Office,  4th  May  1804. 

f 'bare  the  Secretary  at  War'1!  direct'Ons  to  enclose  herewith,  for 
your  information,  a  copy  of  a  letter  of  seivice,  authorising  lieutenant 
colonel  French  apd  captain  Sand  in  to  raise  5,000  men  for  His  Ma- 
jesty's service. 

You  will  be  pleased  to  cause  clothing  for  the  effective  non-commis. 
SioneVl  offices  and  drammci  s  employed  in  can ying  on  this  levy,  to 
be  suppliedfroin  the  stores  of  the  army  of  reserve. 

I  have  the  honour  to  be,  &c.  &c.  &c. 
fcieut.  General  Hewit,  &c.  (signed)  P.  MOORE. 

Indorsed  30th  April. 

(Copy.) 

Gentlemen,  <  War-Office,  April  30th  1804. 

1  have  the  honour  to  acquaint  von,  His  .Majesty  has  been  pleased 
approve  of  your  raising  five  thousand  men,  to  be  turned  ovei  to  She  re- 
giments of  the  Ijue  in  His  Majesty's  service,  upon  the  following'  Condi- 
tions : 

Tie  recruits  are  to  be  engaged  without  limitation  as  to  the  time  and 
place  of  *eivice. 

You  will  allow  thirteen  guineas  levy  monev  For  each  recruit  finally 
approvedfat  one  of  the  following  depots,  (\ The  Isle  of  Wiaht,  Dub- 
lin,, and  Edinburgh,  out  of  whicn  levy  money,  a  sum  equal  to  what 
may  be  fixed  by  the  recruiting  mstnietions  in  foice  at  the  time,  is  to 
be  appropriated  to  furnish  the  lecruits  with  necessaries  on  their  final 
approval,  exclusive  of  the  actual  sum  which  may  have  been  received 
by  the  reciuit. 

The  subsistence  of  ihe  reciiut«*  the  ex'ra  allowance  to  inn-keeper*, 
the  allowance  for  beei,  and  any  othei  daily  chaige,  wijl  only  be  al 
lowed  to  commence  from  the  date  of  approval  of  each  recruit,  but  wnk 
a  view  to  cover  any  extra  expei'ce  that  you  may  incur  by  the  men  be- 
ing enlisted  a  considerable  time  before  their  approval,  vou  will  be  al- 
io"* ed  to  enlis,t  ttn  boys  m  eveiy  hundred  recruits,  for  whom  you,  will 
receive  the  same  bounty  and  allowance  as  for  men 

'The  men  and  boys  respectively  are  to  be  of  the  age  and  size  di- 
rected by,  the  general  recruiting  instructions  of  the  army. 

.No.  sharae  for  slop  clothing  fur  the  non-commissioned  officers  <sr 
recruits  wfil  be  admitted ;  as,  on  approval,  the'latt(;r  will  te  clothed ' 
at  the  dep&te,  by  the  regiments  to  which  they  shall  be  at  once  at** 
taohed.  ! 

intermediate  approval  of  recruits  ij  to  tale  place,  add  conse- 

;  '^tu^ntly 
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Hu^ntJy  wither  bounty,  subsistence,  nor  any  other  charge  will  be  at 
lowed  for  Such  as  shall  be  rejected  at  the  several  depots. 

Each  recruit  on  appioval  at  the  depot  is  to  sign  a  ceitificate,  that 
he  received  the  full  bounty  promised  to  him.  ,     ,  , 

You  will  be  allowed  to  appoint  90  seijeants,  90coiporals,  and  '60 
diummers,  who  must  be  previously  approved  by  an  inspecting  field 
officer  of  ii,  recruiting  district. 

The  drummers  are  to  be  of  the  age  and.standaid  of  boys  as  specified 
in  the  Recruiting  Instructions 

The  subsistence  of  the  above  mentioned  non-commissioned  officers 
md  drummers  is  to  commence  from  the  dates  of  their  actual  appoint- 
ment; as  such. 

Half  of  them,  if  finally  approved  at  the  Depots,  are  to  be  reckoni 
ed  as  part  of  the  complemen  of  the  fint  live  hundred  Recruits  fur 
your  Levy,  and  the  lemaindei  as  partof  the  fiist  thousand. 

The  Corporals  and  Drummers  aie  to  be  given  to-understand,  that 
Ihev  are  liable  to  be  draf.ed  as  Pi  ivates  into  the  Old  R-egiments. 

The  whole  of  the  non-comnrs*ioned  Officers  and  Drummeis  must, 
in  the  first  instance,  be  l  lli-ste*!  md  attested  as  Privates,  and  their  at- 
'tes'ations  transmitted  to  tins  office  immediately  on  approval. 

One  half  of  the  Se  jeants.mav  be  mlisted  with  the  condition  of  the'r 
being  discharged  at  the  concilium  of  fie  Le\y;  which  circumstance  is 
to  be  noticed  in  the  r  respective  attest  itions. 

The  bounty  of  thiiteen  guineas  will  be  allowed  for  such  of  the  non- 
commissioned Olfieeis  and  Drummeis,  as  shall  be  finally  appro*  ed  ayt 
the  Depots  as^iait  of  your  Levy.| 

Clothing  will  be  piovided  under  the  ordeis  of  Government  for  the 
effective  non-commissioned  Officers  aad  Diummeis  employed  as 
a  bo\  e-mentioned. 

You  will  be  adowed  duntig  the  Lety,  the  assistance  of  len  Officers, 
whose  n-imes  are  to  be  stated  to  his  Royal  HUhne's  the  Commander  in 
Chief,  foi  his  approbation,  and  swh  of  these  Officers  as  may  he  on 
hail-pay,  are  to  receive  lull-pay  duiing  thur  service  viith  your  Levy, 
subsequently  to  such  approval. 

As  the  Men  are  passed  at  the  Depots,  it  is  not  thought  necessary  to 
Hiake  an  al'owance  for  an  Adjutant,  Paymaster,  Surgeon,  6t  Quarter- 
master, hnt.an  Ojlficei ,  above  the  ten,  will  be  allowed  to,  reside  ?t 
«ach  Depot  during  the  Levy. 

-  In  lieu  of  giving  you  permission  to  nominate  any  Officeis  foi  com-, 
n  }>siqiis,  and  an  allowance  at  the  tate  of  twvj  Guineas  ptr  Man,  over 
and  above  tlie  before-mentioned  sum  of  thn  teen  guineas,  Mill  be  made 
to  ytlu  whenever  SCO  men  shall  be  passed  at  the  Depot,  and  for  eve  y 
500  men  subsequently  passed,  the  like  ejctia  allowance  of  two  Guineas- 
pat  JJay  will  be  made  to  yon. 

The  stipulated  allowance  of  thirteen  Guineas  each  for  the  approved 
Results,  will.be  issued  immediately  on  their  approval,  by  the  p^y- 
loa^eiSs  residing  at  the  respective  Dep6t%  by  diafts  upon  the  Agents 
nfstjhe.ferps  to  which  the  Men  and  Boys  may  be  attached;  and  the 
Recruits  will  be  afteiwai  ds  subsist  ed  through  the  same  Channel.,  or  by 
the  .district  pay  ma,stei  s,  ustil  they  join  Regjmeiitv. 

T.t*.Bay  of  tb-6  commipsioiied  Officeus,  nou-comaiissioned  Officers 

and 
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and  Drenimcrs  employed  iithe  Levy,  is  fo  b"  recened  friitn  the  pay- 
masters of  the  leemiting  dis  net-,  in  wfcii  h  taev  shifl  be  ie*»pecMtet^ 
stationed,  who  w  II  dia»  f.  r  t'-e  sa.ne  up  ,n  the  Cev-.a!  Auiiits  for 
recruiting  iu  L>  ndi  a  an  !  Di.b  in  r^^pefti.c  y,  lender.fig  di-Ai.K  t  pajr 
lists  ot  their  exp=iidiiu!e-  on  t  i>s  head  In  this  ofiice 

If,  howetei,  anyol  he  Ci-in  me  ion<-d  otfi.'e.  s  shoidd  !>e  on  fu'l  p"ay 
i D" the' exiiti  ig  R' gineats,  the'd**uet  i>ayn.a  te  s  d,ioW  for  he 
pay  of  yuah  o&iM-r.  on  their  r  ^p  ci.;  Regimen's!  Age, in  the 
nunaei  a»  for  that  of  tdei  ifhre^  e.i-,il  >ye.i  on  the  luriQitug  beir 
\i.-c.  In  on-sequence  of  dr*  ;i,a  jeaicit,  it  is  p.e^'i.-'td  th-t  yowf 
advances  on  account  of  the  lt-vy  vm  te  ~o  n<  o»ia'.  eiajl",  as  ac.hce  y 
to  require  anv  imprest  i  f  mosw  y  run  vo'ir  h-»nd*,  m  t  .e  I'l^t  rename , 
but  it  you  should  iin'dj>ome  a*s  »'a>ue  abso  ite.y  nere-saiy,  liieie  vn'I 
he  noobjectnn  to  your  ''eceim  ••  a  mo  V.ale  s>ni  on  .«  can  ,  guiag. 
secunty  for  the  imir.<  diver,  payment  -h  le  f  »hcn  <!e i>  r<tl. 

It  is  tobeciea.  >y  .moVi  stood,  I  hit  C'n  e-  anient  nciu^  ti  itself  Hie 
diSCiet'tn  of  djsrontmu  ng  the  Levy  en  ne'y,  11  caso  4,00(1  Men  sre, 
not  i aiscd  apd  pas«eJ  «ithin  m-.e  m'm*Ls  f'oin  tbr  date  of  this  letter, 
di  in  oftse  the  »Jiol"  5,000  Men  are  n  .1  raised  -nil  paj-sed  within  thu- 
teea  month"  f.om  the  sune  d  .te. 

In  executriQ  of  th  s  seiv.ee,  I  »m  to  as-Fine  y  .n  of  e\eiy  assi-tan  e 
thatth  s  office  can  afloid. 

-.     I  h  i-e,  kc 

Co'one!  Ficnch,  of  t*ic  iat»  ICSd  Fo-t,       (  jjie1)        C.  BRAGGE,, 
Captam  Saadou  ot  the  Roy.  i  U'a^,g  iu  f  ■  mi 

(Copy)  (Enclosure,  F  — No.  2.  v.itii  tbiee  en  1  sur.  s.) 

Sn,  Ai'-y  i  'j  ft,  ISth  \!ay'18Rl. 

In  addition  to  my  le'tei  of  the  11th  m  t..nt,  i  ."Hi  <ii  eeied  !  y  t)je 
Inspector  Gene  al  to  f„iwar!,  for  yn  ..  n  oMiatiio  .:u-'  »u'u.>r  c, 
copy  cf  a  letter  v.hl  1  l'«.s  betD  vrirtei  to  to  ouel  Fien.h,  rel  aije 
totae  caiivjng  on.  l'.e  itci.i  &>g  d'tvu'lii  evv,  d' d  *o  »e \ou 
wjll  be  pleased  to;et  m  <oa*o  i-'i^  to  tlie  diierti"ii  tiiete  u  gi\en„ 
I  also  tnelo^e  yon  .i  stii**!1!"!!*.  ;  »\co  -ii  '  y  t'olt'iiil  tre.Hl*  id 
T-oyal  Uighne-  s  The  \  oir-'n  .u:lc  l  in  '  !•><  t,  iuj<  t!.t.  a  itii  3  cop v  ot  a 
letter  hoin  the 'a  j,e  t  ,  Gsotia  o  >Jol„,.  1  Cut  in,  gm  5,  I.r.  rpi- 
mon  on  the  sah|oet,  vl.ich  v.  -i  wif  p  ty  c'.eiy  atteBiiou  to  on  voar 
inspection  <  f  lac  .i-vin  ts        ted  f  ji  t!i  »      /  , 

;.;g.co;  Joi-n  juines  TSailov,  I-t.  Col. 

Col  T.-vlor  D  Ii-p. '  en.  &<■         &c  x>  ) 

Indoised  13  J»ay  ICt,^.  O  l  ftvaeh  to  II.  R.  H.  9A'..'y  1804. 

(Copy.) 

biij  Ir.-'pecfor  Gere*a"s  Office,  13th  M?y,  1S04. 

I  have  the  honor  to  s.'bmtb  yon  Icitei  of  tlie  15th  instant,  to  the, 
Inspcctoi  C"er.eta!_  and  have  icteivea  hi»  dn acio' s  to  say  iu  anSJCi, 
thi«.  for  eadi  of  thfc  Kecii"tb  approved  at  the  lidi'ilnug'i  a]i<I  Is  e"  of 
Wjgbi  PopO's,  iheie  nil  be  no  objection  tor  the  PrfymasHia  there 
to  give  your  Agent  m  I  ondon,  ihaf'sfor  the  amount  of  tTheir  Levy 
on  the  General  *gent,  Mi.  Kid^e;  but  in  icgard  'o  Ireland,  tie 
same  modj  oi  payment  cannoi.  be  adopted,  as  it  involves  the  sub-, 
ject  of  exchange,  by  the  same  means  however  may  aiiy  agentHf 
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yours  in  that  part  of  the  Uni  ed  Kingdom  be  paid  by  drafts  on  th« 
General  Agent  in  Dublin  $  with  lespect  to  the  jDrummeis,  the  In* 
spector  Geneial  cannot  sanetii  n  your  proposed  deviation  from  the 
Recruit  ng  Instructions,  although  you  may  look  to  Boys  for  that  em* 
ployment,  the  Service  will  want  them  eventually  for  Soldiers,  and 
with  that  view  must  their , approval  take  place.  It  will  be  necessary 
for  you  to  transmit  fo  the  Inspector  General,  to  your  conunonoing 
the  Recruiting  Service,  a  list  of  such  persons  as  you  think  proper  to 
employ  as  Commanding  Officers  of  your  several  parties,  as  well  as 
the  non-commissioned  Officers  to  each,  and  name  of  the  place  to 
.which  you  propose  sending  them,  that  proper  notice  may  be  given 
to  the  Inspec  iug  Field  Offieei  of  each  District;  and  although,  nitu 
respect  to  subsistence,  periods  for  marching  Reoiuits  to  the  Den&ts, 
an  intei  mediate  approval,  your  Letter  of  Service  is  an  exception  to 
the  General  Recruiting  Regulations,  yet  in  all  other  respects  your 
parties  are  to  eonfoim  strictly  thereto;  and  'whenever  you  may 
judge  it  expedient  to  change  tne  situation  of  your  l'am<s,  the  In- 
specting Field  Officer  of  the  District  from  whence  they  remove,  as 
well  as  that  to  which  they  may  belong,  is  to  be  made  acquainted 
therewith  previous  to  such  removal ;  I  therefore  enclose  for  your  in- 
formation, a  list  of  the  Deputy  Inspector  Generals,  and  several  In- 
specting Field  Officers,  the  limits  of  their  Districts,  and  the  Head 
Quarters  at  which  they  respectively  reside.  I  need  not  point  out  to 
you  the  necessity  of  the  most  scrupulous  attention  to  the  several 
rules  laid  down  in  His  Royal  Highness  the  Commander  in  Chiefs  Re- 
gulatiuns,  and  haw  necessary  it  will  be  for  you  to  insist  on  the  most 
punctual  attention  on  the  part  of  the  several  Officers  acting  under 
your  orders,  to  the  fair  and  full  adjustment  of  all  accounts  between 
their  Parties  and  Recruits  ;  that  His  Majesty's  ordeis,  particularly 
respecting  the  money  to  be  advanced  at  the  time  of  enlistment,  be 
most  sci  upulously  attended  to ;  the  Recruit  may  be  made  fully  ac- 
quainted with  the  nature  of  his  engagement,  that  the  attestation  may 
be  signed  not  only  by  the  magistrate  and  the  recruit,  butby  the  officer 
who  may  command  the  party,  and  all  in  the  presence  of  each  other  ; 
that  the  attestation  may  be  regularly  transmitted  with  the  recruit  to 
the  depot  he  goes  to  for  inspection,  and  that  it  be  free  from  erasures 
of  every  kind,  and  the  sum  paid,  with  the  day  of  the  month  and  year 
fee  expressed  in  wqrds  and  not  in  figures ;  any  neglect  on  these  points 
will  be  considered' a*  invalidating  the  engagement,  and  the  man, will 
be  dischas  god  without  admitting  any  expenteto  the  pub:ic.  I  have 
only  to  add,  that  although  the  Inspecting  Field  Officers  have  nothing 
to  do  with  the  appioval  of  your  recruits,  it  is  a  point  of  the  greatest 
importance,  and  which  must  be  rigidly  adopted,  that  no  recruit  en- 
listed at  the  head  quaiters  of  a  recruiting  district,  sh.^11  march  away 
without  having  been  seen  by  the  Inspecting  Field  Officer  there  sta- 
tioned, and  most  particulai  ly  in  the  metropolis,  where  fiauds  are 
more  easily  pract  seil  than  any  wheie  else.  Lieutenant  Colonel  Ro- 
binson will  inform  you  of  the  most  convenient  time  for  .presenting 
your  recruits  to  him  accordingly. 

I  have  the  honour  to  be,  &c.  &c.  &c. 

(Signed)  P.  CAREY, 

Colonel  French,  A.  I'. 

laW  I  Chid  Foot. 
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(Copy) 

,  Colonel  French  presumes  to  state  to  H's  Roy.-l  f!i;;unc"i  the  com- 
mander in  Chief,  that  he  has  rec-  ive  l  from  the  'Var-office  his  'ettrf  of 
service  in  favour  of  Captain  Sandon  and  h  his.  If  'but  un.k"-  -ai'h  cir- 
cumstances of  discc  ura'gement,  anil  so  'very  different  those 
accepted  by  him  which  he  had  the  honour  to  rec  he  by  orjier  of 
Royal  Highness,  from  Colonel  Cli  'ten,  that  he  feels  him  elf  uiged  to 
make  thi,  appeal  to  f/'s  Koyal  Highness.  From  the  weight  of  the 
undertaking,  and  the  exertions  'equbed.  in  obtname  re -'iiits  umh'f 
the  present  circumstances,  Cot  mel  Flench  rest-  satisfied  !'is  1'oy.d 
JJighness's  goodness  will  afford  hm-eieiy  aid  eon  istent  with  justice 
to  the  public  ;  his  oi'ly  request  indeed  now  is  that  the  letter  of  ser- 
vice may  remain  as  was  understood .  by  Colonel  Clinton's  propo-alsj 
orieprincpal  resu"t  ari  ing  from  the  newly  introduce  I  arrangements 
into  the  Letter  of  Seiviee,  will  be  that  of  placing  Co'nnel  French  m  a 
capacity  app  rently  mere  Civil  than  Mi  itaiy,  by  whi'h  that  species- 
of  influence  find  co-isequeneeis  taken  from  him  wh'ch  is  ever  "neces- 
sary" to  command  obedience',  and  stimulate  ex'-it^on  ;  be*-.de-.-,  Co- 
lonel French  trusts  His  Uo.al  Highness"  « ill  pardon  him  in  express- 
ing, that  he  cant  ot  but  feel  burr  at  brie?  placed  in  a  situ.it  0:1  of 
such  little  confidence,  as  the  Letter  of  Service  in  its  present  stute 
a'signs  him.  By  this  new  arrangement,  m  the  fiistplac,  the  non- 
commissioned Officers  and  Diumtrors  are  in  a  manner  taken  'out  of 
Ins-hands,  and  subsisted  by"  the  Paymasters  of  the  Recruiting  Dis- 
tricts, in  -which  they  shall  lespectively  be  stationed  ;  His  Royal 
Highness  must  be  well  aware  that  the  non-commissioned  -Officers  and 
Drnmmers  are  to  be  looked  fui  in  various  places,  and  in  distant  parts, 
that. they  must  frequently,  (according  to  circumstances)  be  rearchino; 
in  different  directions  and  often  changed,  pai  ticujarlv  the  Caiporals 
to  go  as  Privates.  In  short,  the  various  inconveniences  of  this  Plan, 
Colonel  French  feels  fully  sensible,- cannot  but  tend  most  ser  onsly 
to  ciipple  and  embariass  the  operations  of  the  Levy.  In  the  second 
place,' the  allo'-vanee  of  thirteen  Guineas  for  each  approved  Recruit 
is  to  be  pa-d,  on  the  approval,  by  the  Paymaster  res  ding  in  the 
District.,  Colo  ;ei  French  alsays  conceded  hims'-'f,  (and  he  hopes  he 
wi.'lin  this  m"et  the  ideas  of  His  Ko»  al  Highness)  invested  with  dis- 
cretionary powTS  in  order  to  attain  the  ml  m  view;  for  instanc1,  to. 
those  who  recruit  in  the  neighb.uir''00'1  of  th  ■  Depjis,  the  risk  bei  >g 
less,,  the  Levy  Mill  be  so  n  proportion  to  thaso  at  a  distance,  more 
thai)  the  L'-vy  will  be  allowed.  In  f.hoit,  the  p'an  of  C -ilnnel  French 
i=,  that  this  Fund  .should  be  d-stnb'.'t.  d  aceor  'ills'  to.  the  cab  u  ated 
risks,  distances,  and  ether  .van"  .us  op  iaiirg-  can  -es  if  the  ri-flerent 
Kecrtvtng  Paities.  By  ibis  mean-  all  will  have  an  '-qua!  int-  rest  hi 
carrying  the  Levy  into  effect,  and  ihe  same  spirit  v, ill  be  exer'ei  at 
the  gieatest  distance,  as  near  the  Depots.  Colonel  Fl  inch.,  comeiy... 
mg  lmnse'f  indebted  to  H  s  Royal  iiighir-ss,  for  the  prcfeie  -ce  gn  e.n 
him  on  this  occasion,  crnnrit  bui  be  hmhly  in'eie-t'd  in  car-iyi!ig  tie 
«nde;t..kii'g  throuih  in  a  mannei  to  give  satisfa'ton  to  His  Via  al 
Hgmiess;  the  accommodation  and  convenience  ot  an  Aeent  to-  OtY\- 
cers  engaged  in  so  extensive  a  plan,  mest  he  obvious  If^hatCi- 
loiife!  F.euch'rleve  has  the  honour-to  submit  to  His  Royal  Highness  ap- 
pears 
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peais  eqmlly  o?conomic"J  to  the  public  Puise,  though  moie  simp'e, 
anj  tqualiy  s-ue  tu  every  pon't  of  \iew,  he  tiu-ts,  (as  it  will  be  so 
muclUoi  liie  ibeaefrt, of  the  L'vy)  His  Roval  Highness  wdl  fuvouiably 
coiisniei  It ,  the  txpenee  to  Government  is  the  same,  the*  mode  is 
onlv  submitted  to  be  <  hanged 

By  the  terms  held  oj.vj.  by  C  lonel_Clm(on,  ind  accepted,  it  was  un- 
de  stooj  that  an  ssue  wou'd  be  panted  to  Government  to  the  Agent 
(jt  th i  Coips,  and  that  the  Bounty  to  the  Ken  its  and  Subsistence  to 
the  non-commissioned  Offi^eis  aid  Drummers,  would  be  entiusted 
to  thi  Chiefs  o,f  the  Le\y  It  is  submitted,  that  the  risk,  on  the  score 
of  the  issue  of  mcnev ,  cannot  be  gieat,  when  the  accounts  are  to  be 
settled  at  the  comp'c  ion  ot  each  51  0  Tien.  Be-i'le' ,  the  Commissions 
of  Co  onW  Ftencii  and  Caplam  feandon  aie  resnousible,  as  also  the 
two  txtia  Guinea--,  v>tuch  aie  not  to  beciedued,  until  the  final  pass-* 
rag  o(  each  500  Men 

It  is  therefore  submitted  that  an  i»sue  of  money  should  be  gi anted, 
m  the  hist  instance,  to  etiaole  the  levy  to  proceed 

1  hat  at  the  final  passing  of  eitti  500  men,  a  full  settlement -with 
the  publu  is  to  take  _p'ace,  and  the  extra  two  guineas  aie  to  be  re-' 
sened  ui,t  1  such  final  set  lenient  has  taken  plai.e,  and  further  secu- 
lity  t  >  he  gi\en  it  thought  neccs^a'y 

the  ittestatio'is  of  the  seijeants  find  c'rummeis,  upon  final  ap- 
p.  o\  a1,  aie  to  be  tiansmitted  to  the  War  °ffiee,  and  that  the  non- 
cpijitn  ssioied  offkeis  «nd  drummers  a.e  to  be  subs'sted  by  the  chiefs 
ot  i  he  le\  y 

1  h  it  the  i  hip's  of  the  'a\ y,  as  being  responsible  for  the  payment  of 
the  1  ouatics  piomised  e('ch  recruit,  aie  to  be  allowed  to  charge  the 
ie^y  money,  beng  t1  l  teen  gu  neas,  in  then  peuo  'ical  settlements, 
hut  a  e  o  Uy  to  I  e  allowed  f  1  such  as  ?ie  <  ertified  and  approved  by 
the  in>|  ettois  i  f  the  lespect.e  depots,  which  cei t  ficates  are  to  be 
produced  as  voucheis  to  then  ehau>es, 

(3  gned)  J  FRENCH,  Col  late  102d  Foot. 

And  on  the  paitof  Captain  Sandon. 

(Coj  y.)  Inspector  General's  Office, 

Sth  Miy  1804. 

If  my  constiuction  of  the  letter  of  sen  ire  grai'tel  to  Colonel  Fiench 
be  coueot,  he  misconceives  mater  ally  the  intentions  of  the  Secretary 
at  ft  ai,  an<i  his  no  grounds  for  complin  mg  of  embanassments  or  for 
demanding  any  pecumaiy  assistance  The  th  iteon  gemeas  allowed 
fsT  eainof  his  lfnu'ts  are,  t  eon  erve,  to  be  pud  to  h  s  acciedited 
a  iients  jt  the  (Jiflere.it  depots,  immediately  upon  the  let  ru  t's  approval. 
The  distribution  of  that  sum  rests  solely  with  idonel  French,  the  In- 
spect t  Gen'  lal  bn mg  on  y  to  he  satisfied  that  the  reciuit  reieives 
what  he  engages  for,  o  course  l.y  this  mode  of  settlement  the  princv 
pels  in  the  Levy  can  he  very  little  in  advance,  and  that  only  for  the 
rc,uu>ts  hist  laised,  as  ,the ,  diflei  em  e  between  the  thirteen  guineas 
and  the  bounty  paid  wil  go  m  aid  of  further  reuniting,  and  of  all  the 
brain  oes  of  the  tstablishm  nt,  and  this  assistance  it  is  obvious  must 
lm-reise  with  the  projects  of  ti  e  le*y 

it  it  be  in  enJcd  to  peiinit  'he  Recruit  ng  Pa. tics  tp  mo\e  about  at 

pleasure 
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pleasure  without  ihe  knowledge  or  concurrence  of  the  inspecting  Field 
Officers  of  P  ecri.itmg  Districts,  then  indeed  Colofel  French  has  some 
cause  to  ebject  to  iht*  mode  of  p  ymg  his  non-comiiiissioned  officers 
pointed  out  by  the  War  Office ,  but  as  no  such  mtlhtiAn  is  supposed 
t»  exi  t,  ard  that  the  same  restrict  ons  which  it  was  judged  expedi- 
ent to  put  upon  the  late  levy  ra  sed  by  Captain  Nugent,  will  apply 
equally  to  this,  no  inconvenience  tan  arise  from  the  payment  pio- 
posed,  more  particularly  as  the  payment  of  Recruiting  Patfils  al*ays 
takes  place  a  month  ,n  advance  ,  but  the  detail  of  this,  as  well  as 
other  matters,  will  be  given  to  Colonel  Fiench  whenever  he  reports 
himself  to  you. 

(Signed)  C.  H. 

Col  Clinton 

(Circular)  (Enclosure  4. — No.  3  ) 

Sir,  ,Army  Depot,  14th  June  I8D4. 

I  am  directed  by  the  Inspector  General  to  transmit  herewith  copies 
of  letter^  fa  m  Colonel  Clinton  and  Francis  Moore,  Esq,,  respecting 
the' intermediate  approval  of  the  non-commissioned  officers  and  drum- 
mers of  Colonel  French's  Levy,  and  to  desire  yon  will  pay  evety  at-> 
tention  theieto. 

I  have  the  honour  to  be,  Sir, 
Your  most  obedient  humble  Servant. 
(Signed)  J  I  BAP, LOW  1 1  Col.  D.  I  Gr 

Colonel  Taylor, — Deputy  Inspector  Oeneial  of  the 
Recruiting  Service^  Bublm. 
(Copy,) 

Sir,  '  Horse  Guards,  11th  June  1804. 

1  am  directed  by  theG  mmander  jn  Chief,  to  transmit  you  the  en- 
closed copy  of  a  ett,r  front' the  Deputy  Secretary  at  War  ot»  the 
subject  of  inspect  ng  the  non-commissioned  Officers  and  Drummers 
of  Colonel  f  rench's  Levy,,  and  as  His  Royal  Highness  concurs  m 
<  pinion  with  the  Secretary  at  Wiar,  astothe  propriety  of  an  early  In- 
spection of  th<se  Men,  His  Roval  Highness  desires  that  you  wiH  be 
pleased  to  give  the  necessary  directions  accordingly,  communicating 
at  the  same  time  to  Co'onel  French  the  Commander  in  Chief's  plea- 
sure on  th'S  head 

I  have  the  honor  to  be,  Sir, 

Your  most  obedient  humble  Servant 
Lieut  General  Hewitt,  &c.  (Signed)      W.  H.  CLINTON 

(Copy  ) 

Sn,  War  Offiee,  9th  June  1S04. 

In  answer  to  your  letter  ofthe  3lst  ultimo,  1  am  directed  to  srhmit, 
for  the  consideiation  of  H  R  H.  the  Commander  in  Chief,  that  as  ao- 
lordmgtotbe  p.esen  Reeiuiting  System,  Recruitsare  to  be  brought  be- 
fore the  Inspecting  Field  Officers  in  the  several  Districts  for  a[  proiral, 
»ithu.  as  short  a  time  as  possible  after  their  attestment  the  Secietary 
at  W  ar  think*  it  highly  .propei  that  the  same  Rule  should  be  extended 
to  the  pei  sons  appointed  pon-commissioiied  officers  and  drnmmeis  in 
Colonel  French's  Levy,  and  that  they  should  be  pi oduced  for  inspec 
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«ron  within,  ane  month  of  the  dates  of  their  attestations,  in  which 
«ase,  if  approved,  Mr.  Dundas  would  not  object  to  allow  them  back* 

J  h&vc  &c« 

Col.  Clinton,**.  (Signed)      F.  MOORE. 

j[Enclosuie  5.— -No.  4.) 
-JfOEM  of  Certificate  given  by  men  inKsted  for  Colonel 
French's  Levy. 

I  do  acknowledge,  that  I  have  inlisted  in 

Colonel  French's  Levy,  for  general  service,  for  the  County  of 

pounds  shillings  and  penee; 

and  that  1  have  received  the  whole  of  this  bounty  according  to  my 
agreement,  except  the  sum  of  two  pounds  five  shillings  and  s&c 
pence,  which  is  to  be  reserved  for  the  purpose  of  supplying  me  with 
accessaries  on  joining  such  battalion  as  I  shall  be  appointed  to,  on 
'Tny  arrival  at  the  Army  Depot  in  the  Isle  of  Wight.  Dated  this 
day  of  180 

Witness. 

(Copy  )  (Enclosure  6.~Ko  5  ) 

Sir, 

I  beg  Ieare  to  lay  before  you  the  following  case,  and  make  n» 
doubt  you  will  btvethe  goodnest  to  enquire  into  «  A  boy  of  Hie 
name  of  Christopher  Lanheran,  mlkted  with  a  patty  under  the  com- 
mand of  Captain  Adam  Robinson^  he  was  brought  to  me  to  be  at- 
tested on  the  nth  instant  $  two  days  after  being  mimed,  he  refused 
to  attest,  wishing  to  be  set  at  liberty  ;  his  friends  lodged  the  smart 
money  with  me,  and  returned  the  infetrng  money  as  directed  by  the 
Kecru-ting  Act,  and  I  sent  the  boy  home  to  his  friends. 

On  Monday  last  the  24th  Instant,  Captain  Robinson  sent  his  party 
and  took  the  boy  into  Custody,  and  ft*s  forvrarded  him  to  Dublin,  his 
/Viands  inform  me,  without  his  consent  Of  approbation;  if  on  enquiry 
you  (ind  the  above  statement  correct  you  will  please  to  order  the 
boy  to  be  set  at  liberty $  on  the  other  hand,  should  it  appear  that  the 
boy  is  willing  to  serve  His  Majesty,  then,  I  vflll  return  the  smart  mo- 
ney to  his  friends. 

I  have  the  honour  to  be,  &c. 
Aimagh,Sept  27,  l80*r  JAMES  ILES,  Sovereign. 


(Enclosure  7.— No.  6.) 

Memorandum : 

Copy  of  an  ORDER  from  the  Inspector  General,  being  a 
transcript  from  one  received  from  the  Horse  guards., 

pir,  "  Horse  Guards,  10th  November  1804 

,  J'  IIjs  Royal  Highness  has  been  pleased  to  approve  of  the  standard 
"  for  Colonel  French's  Levy  being  lowered  to  five  fe<t  four  inches  for 
^o.XXVIL   V.2.  LI  "men, 
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'*  men,  and  five  feet  three  inches  for  ladj^  but  no  alteration  is  t« 
take  place  as  to  the  age  of  recruits,  rior  aliy'm  the  standard  for  bojs 
"  mlisted  by  him." 


Sir,  Horse  Guards,  22d  November  1804. 

"  By  direction  of  the  Commander  in  Chief,  I  have  the  honour  to 
'*  transmit  herewith,  a  representation  fiom  Colonel  Fiench,  and  to 

acquaint  you,  that  ja  consequence  of  what  is  therein  stafed,  His 
*'  Royal  Highness  has  been  pleased  to  approve  of  the  limitation  with 
"  respect  to  the  age  of  rnep  mlisted  foi  this  Levy,  being  extended  to 
"  thirty-five  years,  which  you  will  be  pleased  to  communicate  to  the 
"  inspecting  field  officeis  accordingly 

"  With  respect  to  the  standaidof  boys  mlisted  for  this  Levy,  His 
"  Koyal  Highness  does  not  approve  of  any  alteration  taking  place  » 
Major-Gen.  Whiteiocke,  &c.         (Signed)   J.  W  GORDON. 


Sir,  Army  Depot^  Isle  of  Wight,  26  Nov  1804. 

1  am  directed  by  the  Inspectoi  General  to  transmit,  fonvom  infor-. 
formation  and  guidance,  the  enclosed  copy  of  a  letter  fro/n  Lieut. 
Celonel  Goidon,  stating,  that  His  Royal  Highness  the  Commander 
in  Chief  has  been  pleased  to  approve  of  the  age  of  men  enlisted  foi 
Colonel  French's  levy  being  extended  to  35  jeais  of  age;  you  will 
be  pleased  to  communicate  the  above  to  the  I.  F  O.  under  your 
orders 

(Signed)      J  J.  BARLOW, 
Br.  General  Taylor,  &c.  Dublin.  Lt.  Col.  D.  I  G. 


(Copy.)  (Enclosure  8  *-<No  7  ) 

Memorandum  from  Lfeut.  Col.  Gordon  to  Major  General 
Whiteiocke,  dated  29  Oct  1804. 

Colonel  French,  by  his  letter  of  service,  is  entitled  to- 90  Serjeants, 
80  corporals,  and  60  drunwners,  and  should  of  course  be  allowed  to 
ap-pomt  them. 

I.W  G. 


(Copy  ) 

Colonel  Barton,  '  29th  Dec. 

Will  you  make  the  necessary  communication  to  B  Gen.  Taylor 
and  Colonel  French 

A  B. 


(Copy  )  London,  Cecil  street  Coffee-house,  Strand, 

S,r,  Dec  18th,  1804 

Having  done  myself  the  honour,  (for  the  purpose  of  paying  my  re- 
spects to  you)  of  calling  at  your  office  a  few  days  ago,  1  was  recom- 
mended by  Major  B'lowne  to  state  upon  papei,  to*  your  considera- 
tioaj  those  points,  ra  the  letter  of  service  granted  to  Captain  Sandon 
And  mc,  upon  which  the  Deputy  Inspector  General  in  Ireland  and  I 
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fcrn^dtfferent  eonstructic-ns.  Qjje  of  the  cluef  points  in  which  I 
conceive  tlufDepuly  Ingpe^tor  has  misapprehended  the  teims  of  the 
lettei  of  seivice^  is  Qjiat  wjnch  relates  to  the  distributioh  of  the  non- 
commihSioned  oifigrs.  On  this  subject  I  had  a  correspondence  with 
him  somjv  mqnthsago*  (for  as  early  as  m  Aupust  last  I  was  directed 
t>)r  Lira,  not  to  rejctmt  any  more  Serjeants  whatever,  though  the  I,evy 
had  then  but  a,bouJ:  ?Q  m  Iieland,  and  -.till  fewer  in  England  and 
Sooted)  an;!  a  reference  was  made  on  the  occasion  by  each  paity  to 
Lieut  General  Hewitt  I  had  not  the  honour  of  in  answer  from  the 
Inspector  General',  buts  from  what  Bngadier  Geneial  Taylor  e>-- 
pve^sed  to  rne  afterwards,  previous  to  mj  leaving  Ireland,  I  conceived 
he  was  satisfied  with  the  correctness,  of  -my  construction,  md  I  feope# 
at  jopgth  the  X.evj,on  that  h^ad  at  least,  though  so  very  late,  would 
receive  no  further  imped unent  I'  i»  tl  efefore  with  surprize  I  have 
leai.ied,  that  Bftgadiei  Tayloi,  sinte  my  leaving  Ireland,  will' not 
allow  more  than  45  seijcanf„  to  a,>p»ar  upoi  the  pay-lis's  of  the  I.e\y 
in  that  ooun'ry  (  When  you,  Sir,  hive  the  goodness  to  take  the 
fioubleof  looKing  oyei  this  letter  of  service,  1  iee)  fullv  confl  lent 
} ou  w ul be  satit-ficd  B  Gen.TajJoi  has  not  maturely  consideied,  o 
at  least  has  muconct  wed,  the  tenns  of  it  Not  to  intrude  too  much 
upon  voui  time,  I  shdl  fa'w  the  liberty  meic'y  to  "ate,  that  the  let- 
tei cf  ser»ic<"  allows  'en  itcu.ung  ofRceis  and  nmfty  Serjeant*,  ll  «t 
Jtr»i>ortion  tlteisforc  i>,  tl>  it  of  nt  le  serean  3  to  each  nffu'er  Seven 
icci  uiting  oftV$is  aie  stumrd  ll  Ireland,  of  course  thcefcre,  by 
this  calculation,  tnere  should  do  CJ  serjeat*ts  m  Ireiand  Upon  what 
data  the  Deputy  In°pectOj  Geneial  fonnds  his  conclusion  I  am  at  a 
loss  to  conjectuie,  unless  it  is  from  the  circumstance  of  my  having 
informed  Lieut  Col  Williamson,  at  the  commencement  of  the  Lev/, 
that  I  should  require  45  Serjeants'  suits  of  clothing,  &c  for  Ireland, 
which  Brig  Gen  Taylor  was  directed  to  supplv  me  with  My  origi- 
nal intention  w*as,  to  have  employed  m  Iieland  only  five  officers  and 
45  setjeauts,  but  veiy  shoitly  after  {for  well  consideiod  reasons)  this 
plan  was  changid,aud  seven  officers  were  placed  on  that  service  (who 
were  duly  notified  to  the  Inspector  General,  and  aie  there  now)  of 
course  more  non-commissioned  officers  became  necessary,  and  1  wrote 
to  my  colleague,  Capt  Sandon,  m  London,  and  the  resident  officer 
in  Scotland,  to  send  over  additional  clothing,  which  was  done  I 
ha\e  no  doubt  on  my  mmd  but  it  will  appear  to  you,  that  the  terms 
sf  the  letter  of  service  do  not  by  any  means  assign  any  stated  pro- 
portion of  non-commissioned  officeis  to  any  particular  part  or  district 
of  the  United  Empire ,  but  that  this  point  is  left  to  the  discretion  of 
the  chiefs  of  the  Levy,  under  the  usual  restrictions  of  the  general 
recruiting  instructions,  as  far  as  they  apply.  Their  number  is  limite  i, 
the  means  of  eveiy  undertaking  should  be  adequate  to  the  end 
Niaetv  Serjeants  were  judged  necessary  for  this  levy,  and  the  propor- 
tion for  Ireland ,  by  far  the  mapr  "part  has  hitherto  been  susp  ;nided 
by  Bug.  Gen,  Taylor,  to  the  almost  incalculable  mjuiy  of  the  under- 
taking These  circumstance^  1  had  the  honour,  months  ago,  forcibly 
to  s'ate  to  him 

On  my  arrival  in  Iieland,  m  June  last,  various  persons  offered  their 
services  to  recruit  for  me,  among  othe's  were  the  offers  of  Mi  John 

L12  O'Reilev, 
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O'Reiley,  late  Lieut,  in  the  60th  foot.  A$  !  knew  this  gentleman  te 
have  been  sui  active  recraitirig  officer,  and  to  have  considerable  in- 
fluence in  his  country,  it  was  natural  I  should  wish  for  his  service* 
Other  levies,  as  at  present,  were  then  recruiting  m  Ireland,  and  I  in- 
formed myself  how  they  acted  on  such  occasions,  and  found  they 
employed  various  persons  to  recruit,  who  sent  forward  their  men 
thrdugh  the  medium  of  the  officer  of  the  Levy  recruiting  1a  the  dis- 
trict Mr.  O'Reiley,  m  order  to  qualify  himself,  consented  to  be  at- 
tested, which  was  done  in  my  presence;  which  circumstance,  by  him, 
when  called  upon,  was  explained  to  Brig.  Taylor,  who  has  likewise 
&een  his  attestation.  Essential  service  has  been  derived  to  the  Levy 
iioin  this  person,  he  was  tinder  the  charge  of  an  officer  of  the  Levy, 
Quarter-master  Short,  in  the  Athlone  district.  Brig.  Gen  Taylor  has 
deprived  this  man  of  his  beating  order,  while  other  persons  under  si- 
milar circumstam.es,  recruiting  for  other  Levies,  are  allowed  to  hold 
thens  He  drew  no  pay  from  the  public,  and  was  therefore  not  in- 
cluded in  the  pay-lists,  in  like  manner  as  others  recruiting  for  the 
ether  Levies  As  the  other  Levies  did  not  report  persons  of  this  do« 
scnption,  I  followed  the  same  rule;  but  if  the  Deputy  Inspector 
wishes  such  to  be  reported  to  him  as  regularly  as  those  included  in 
the  pay-lists,  and  upon  the  strength  of  the  levy,  it  tan  be  done,  I 
need  not  mention  to  you,  Sir,  that  one  active  recruiter  is  frequently 
ef  moie  service  than  half  a  dozen  others,  and  Mr.  O'Reiley  is  that 
sort  of  man ,  under  all  these  circumstances  I  trust  it  will  appear  t» 
you,  and  to  the  Deputy  Inspector  General  in  Ireland,  that  I  studied 
the  good  of  the  service  m  emplcjmg  Mr.  O'Reiley,  and  1  hope  he 
may  be  continued.  Your  having  the  goodness  to  commumaate  your 
sentiments  on  the  points  here  laid  before  you,  must  tend  in  a  great 
measure  to  do  away  the  heavy  impediments  this  Levy  has  had  to  con- 
tend with  in  Ireland,  which,  if  continued,  must  prove  fatal  to  its 
success. 

I  have,  5  c 

Gen.Whitelocke,  &c.  (Signed)   J,  FRENCH,  Cel. 


(Copy)  (Enclosure,  9  —-No.  8  ) 

Inspector-General's  Office,  54,  Spring  Gardens, 
Sir,  May22d,  1804. 

I  am  directed  by  Lieutenant  General  Hewitt  to  acquaint  job,  that 
aColonei  P-ench  has  engaged  with  Government  to  raise  a  certain 
number  of  men,  and,  as  he  proposes,  to  tend  to  or  ra.se  m  Ireland 
45  serjcai'ts,  45  corpprals,  and  tO  drummers 

The  General  desires  they  may  be  clothed  from  the  Reser<e  Cloth- 
ing you  may  have  in  stere,  but  it  you  have  not  sufficient,  to  direct 
clothing  to  be  nude  up,  viz  for  each  serjeant,'  corporal,  and  drum- 
mer^ a  cap  and  plume,  jacket,  waistcoat,  bieeches,  and  ljng  gaiters. 
1  he  jackets  of  the  Serjeants  and  corporals  to  have  bright  jtlltV'v  cuff» 
a<ad  capes,  the  usual  lace,  and  plain  white  button*. 


For 
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For  Colonel  French's  parties  m  England,  Reseive  Clothing  has 
t<jen  fissue4f»r  the  dtummeis  sutjiaut  ?ny  a'te  anon 

i'SigoedV  <?EO  WILLIAMSON, 
C«liTa.rlor,;&c/w  Su,periar  of  Clothing  R  A  of  Reserve 

(Fnclosirre  10— No  9  \ 

l£x|t;ict~<>f  ^  LETTER  frbnr-Bug  General  Taylor  to-the  In- 
/  ^"spscfor  General ,  dated  Dublin, -  15th  Moy.  1804 

-'i-BncUMed,  i%a  gating  Order  issued  by  Colonel  French,  to  a  peison 
>of  iheuaraeOt  John  0'IC«iIey,wrnch  I  have  been' under  the  necessity  of 
withdrawing,-  m  consequence. of  the  engagements  with  the  recruits 
brought  forward  a^coi  poraIs.being  contrary^  to  the  instructions,  inas- 
much .as  holding  out  to  ihera  that  when  they  are  to  he  diafted,  they 
are  to  go  as  goipqrals  in;.tead  of  privates,  "whereby  they  are  induced 
to  mhstifori^,  6,  pr  S^guineas,  instead  o+  what  they  woaid  have  lo 
Agree fgr  as  pnyates  But  exclusive  of  this  reason  foi' stopping  this 
man's  recruiting,  it  does  not  appear  that  he  is  on  the  re'um-.  or  books 
of  Colonel  French,  neithei  does  any  officer  belonging  to  his  Lew  n 
Dublin,  or  his  clerkt  know  that  he  is  attested,  although  he  sa\-> 
that  he  has  been  mlisted  by  Colonel  Fi  nch,  and'  that  he  was  for- 
merly a  heutejiant  m  the  4th  battalion  of  the  60th  regiment " 

(No  18  J— One  Enclosure.    Copy  of '  a  Letter  from  Colonel  Gor- 
don to  Mr'  tCiikman. 

Sir,  Horse  Guards,  20th  February,  1805 

Ihave  received  a»d  laid  before  the  Commanderm  Chief  your  letter 
o£  the,  Sin  mst  transmitting^  by  direction  of  Lieutenant-General  Lord 
Catfjcart,  Brigadier-General  Tayloi's  report,  with  the  accompanying 
papers  re'ative  to  the  complaint  preferred  by  Colonel  French  against 
the  Brigadier  Genei al ,  and 'I  am  commanded  to  communicate  to 
you,  for  the  information  of  Lieutenant-Geneial  Lord  Cathcart,  that 
the  explanation  of  the  Bugadier  General  is  satisfactory,  in  is  far  as 
it  clea-rly1  proves  that  the  motives  from  which  he  acted  were  a  laudable 
zeal  for  H13  Majesty's  service,  and  an  anxious  desire  to  discharge 
faithfully  the  duties  of  hi-,  office ,  but  it  certainly  appears  that  a  pre- 
' mature,",) udgment  had  been  formed,  on  the  piobable  success  of  the 
exertions  of  Colonel  French,  and  that  the  terms  of  that  officer's  letter 
>  of'service  were  not  allowed  him.  1  am  further  commanded  to  trans- 
•mlt  to  you  a  copy  of  a  letter (whic4i  the  Commander  in  Chief  has 
'Jhs'trucred  the  Insoector-Gene-ai  to  write  to  Colonel  French,  and 
shook!  it  hereafter  appear,  that  with  every  reasonable  facility  Colonel 
French  should  fad  in  the  engagement  he  has '  undertaken,  it  is  the 
intention  of  His  Royal  Highrfess  to  communicate  to  that  officer  that 
his  Levy  shall  be  discontinued 

I  have,  &c 

J.  Kjrkman,  Fsq  *c  tSigned)        }.  W.  GORDON. 

Indorsed,    2d  February  1805.  - 

L 1  3  (eopy> 
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(Copy.)  (Enclosure ) 

Inspector  General's  Office,  "London^d'Fefc'  lSOj. 
[Partly  to  be  returned  to  Mr  Dighton  J 

Sir, 

The  Commander  in  Cfiiet  having  observed  "the  very  litttiT  progress- 
that  has  been  made  in  the  recruiting  of  the  Levy  under  your,  com- 
mand, and  having  taken -into  his  consideration  the  very  great  expense 
incurred  for  the  pay  and  subsistence  ef  the  officers  and  non-co^nmis- 
sioned  employed  upon  that  service,  I  am  commanded  to  acquaint 
you,  that,  unless  a  very  considerable  increase  shall  take  place  m  the 
numbers  recruited  prior  to  the  1st  of  April  next,  His  Royal  Highness 
will  feel  himself  under  the  necessity  of  recommending  to  His  Majesty 
to  discontinue  a  levy  so  unproductive 

I  have,  &c 

(Signed)  JOHN  WHITELOCKE, 

Colonel  French,  &c  Inspector  General. 


(No.  19  )   M.  Gen.  Whitelocke. 
(Agreed  to  J 

Sir,  Army  Depdt,  14tsh  Arail,1805. 

In  addition  t»  a  return  of  )he  progress  made  m  the  recruiting  of 
the  Levy  under  the  direction  of  Colonel  French  ana  Captain  S>andon 
to  the  24th  January  last,  I  have  new  the  honour  to  transmit  a  return 
cf  its  increase  since  that  period;  and  considering  the  very  great  ex- 
pence  incurred  for  the  subsistence  of  the  officers  and  nou  commis- 
sioned officers  employed  on  this  service,  as  well  as  fhe  disgraceful 
conduct  of  thejatter,  as  represented  in  the  ehctos'e>t  letter  fVo'm  the 
inspecting  field-officer  of  the  London  District,  I  feel  it  my  duty  to 
submit  to  the  consideration  of  His  Royal  Highness  the  Commander 
in  Chief  the  piopriety  of  discontinuing  a  Levy  so  burlhensome  in 
point  of  expence  to  the  public,  and  so  very  unproductive  in  its 
effect, 

I  have  the  honour  to  be,  Si", 

Your  most  obedient  humble  servant, 
tieut.  Col  Gordon,  Sec  JOHN  WHlTELQfcKE,, 

Horse  Guards.  Inspector  General . 

T  S.  His  Royal  Highness  will  recollect  having  commanded  me  to 
communicate  fo  Colonel  French,  that  unless  a  very  considerable  m- 
etease  shduM  tffke  plaee  in  the  numbers  recruited  for  this  I>sv.y  by 
the'lst  April  (mstart),  His  Royal  H'ghness  would  feel  himself  under 
■the  necessity  of  recornm'endinlg  to  His  Majesty  its  discoounuanee. 


{Enclosure  1,) 
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(Enclosure  1.) 

FSCKBASE  of  Colonel  French's  Levy,  since  Return  tiansmitted 
24th  Jan.  1805. 

ArmyDepfit,  I2A  April,  1805. 
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N.jj.  Byjetterojf  service^  dated  SOth  April  t804,  this  Levy  was 
^hare  jralsea  &,£>00  men  within  13  months,  aad  it  has  only  pro- 
duced 219  >fi  twelve  months 

3  WHITELOCICE,  I.  Gen. 


(Enclosure  2  ) 
Sir,  12,  King's  Row,  Apul  11th 

I  am  under  a  necessity  of  making  a  formal  eomplaint  against  the 
.-Whole  o'f  the  temporary  serjeaufri  of  Colonel  French's  Levy,  their 
'  m'ocdttct  is  lh  every  respect  so  infamous  and  disgraceful  to  the  service, 
<tiai  I  c<*tfhot  loo  strongly  ivge  their  being  discharged,  or  at  least 
*ent«ut  of  the  London  distuU  In  addi'ion  'o  a  variety  of  crimes 
and  irregnlatities,  they  are  now  busily  employed  in  tumping  for 
other  corps,  and, most  particularly  for  the  additional  force;  the  im- 
positions daily  practised  by  them  upon  'he  public  call  loudly  for  re- 
press, and  1  believe  the  ieverebt  punishment  that  could,  be, at  present 
Jnfhcted  on  them,  would  be,  depriving  thein  oi  the  pay  and  eniola- 
ineiits  of  serjean's 

I  have  the  honoui  to  be,  Sir, 

Your  obetUent  humble  Servant, 
The  Inspector  General  of  the  F.  P  ROBINSON, 

Recruiting  Service.  I  F  O. 

(No.  20  ) 
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(No  20) — Copy  of  a  loiter, ,60111  the  Commander  m  Chief  to*  the 
Secretary  at  W»r. 

Sir,  Hor»e  Guards,)  lStfe^prJ^J|05- ' 

As  it  appears  by  the;  Returns  of  Colonel  French  ahd-Capiam  -SanS- 
foil's  jomt  ,L.eyy>  that  it  is  not  by  an>  meafts  so  productive  sjs 
might  have  been  expected ,  aiirfasThe  Itt_siiettor*<5«<HSraj<Dff  «j*<i  Re- 
cruiting Se'Vice  has  represented  tHat  thfe  conduct  of  the  WBofc.Ssf  live 
temporaiy  serjeants  of  that  Levy,  no,w  in  the  London  District,  is 
lughiv  improper  and  detrimental  tolhe  semte,  I  have  recommended 
to  His  Mnesty,  and  His  Maj  'stv  has  been  gra'i'msly  pleased  to  ap- 
pro\  e  of  this  Levy  b  ing  forthwith  disiont.n  J(  d  agi "cable  to  a  clause 
in  the  letter  of  service  to  that  erect,  and  1  na/e  therefore  to  request 
that  the  necessan  nitoi  matiou  may  be  given  to  Colonel  French  and 
Captain  Sandon  accordingly  , 

I  have  ordered  comm  juications  to  be  made  to  the  Commander  of 
the  Forces  "in  Ireland,  and  to  the  inspector-Geneial  of  the  ReCiuiting 
Seivice,  on  the  subject 

1  1  ar#,  &c 

The  R.ght  Honourable  the  (Signed)  FREDERICK. 

Secretary  at  War,  &c. 

(No- 21')— C  L, 

II  It  H.  cannot  give  any  further  encouragement  4o  tbe-flTGSeeiHu&i.  of  a 
Colonel  French  and  Captain  Sandon  beg  leave  to  s'lbn  it  to  the 

Leiywhich  has  turned  out  »  unprofitable  to  the  Pullic  Seivice'  

^ontuleratian  of  His  Royal  Highness  the  Commander  m  Chief,  the 
following  modifications  and  "literati  n"  lo  take  place  ni  theirietter  of 
service  They  shall  not  trouble  His  Royal  H.g,,ness  with  details 
of  difficulties  they  have  bad  to  encounter,  and  of  losses  and  heavy 
expenses  sustained,  uPt  with  statements  to  prove  that  their  exer- 
tion, have  by  mO  mtans  been  deficient  Tliey  mer  lv  b  =g  to  obseiVc, 
that  there  are  at  piesent  about  fortv  recru-tmg  uaities  of  the  lint-  m 
Ireland,  who  ben  1  then  lecrurs  to  t'le  D  ohn  depot  lheseparn.es 
are^  of  course,  rgmpo  i-d  of  fort\  ofhceis,  &c  and  these  parties,  they 
are  well  mfoi  1  led,  do  not  in  the  aggiegate  send  forward  more  than 
between  forty  and  fifiv  recruns  per  month,  wheieas  their  levy,  with 
only  seven  recuitmg  officers,  in  the  months  of  February  ai\d  Ma^h 
last,  finally  passed  eighty  recruits  The  sam?  hold->  good,  wvth  re- 
spect to  Scot  and,  and  ihey  ruy  venture  to  say  equally  so  in  Frgland 
They  trust  His  Rr-jal  Hignness  will  hive  the  goodness  to  excuse 
these  few  remarks    »         ,  ( 

One  important  difficulty  which  they  have  had  to  encounter  m 
Englam'  the*'  tuist  Will  have  its  weight  wi  h  His  Royal  Highness. 
It  has  not  been  m  their  power,  to  this  day,  by  fui>  rat.'jn  yet«ssay,ejd, 
to  obtaSn  oge  sixpence  of  the  levy  money  (n  neteen  guineas  per 
man)  of  eighty-five  n  emits  finally  passed  at  the,  Isle  of  Wight,.,  the 
weight  of  so  heavy  and  accumulating  a  sum  could  rot  but  embarrass 
and  cripple  their  exertions 
As  they''cbni.ewd  the  chief  objection  wl  ieh  haS'been.  .astjijibeci  to 

s  their 
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their  Levy  to  be  its  extensive  establishment  and  consequent  expense, 
to  obviate  altogether  such  objection,  they  have  the  honour  to  submit 
the  enclosed  modifications  and  alteiatioris,  and  hope  Wis  Royal  High- 
ness wilt  be  pleased  »o  allow  them  to  continue  thfcir  exertions  for  such 
further  term  as  His  Royal  Highness  may  think  proper;  and  they  feel 
confident  in.  such  ease  that  their  Levy  will  prove  highly  beneficial  to 
the  recruiting  service,  at  the  same  time  that  its  establishment  will  b$ 
founded  upon  the  most  osconomieal  principles. 

London,  J  FRENCH,  Colonel 

Cecil  Street  Coffee-House,  Strand,         H.  S  AN.DOJN,  Captain. 
April  20,  18&5. 

MODIFICATIONS  and  Alterations  proposed  for  Colonel  Fiench's 
and  Captain  Sandon"s  Levy 

Colonel  French  and  Captain  Sandou  having  found  by  experience 
that  a  great  part  of  the  officers  attacked  to  their  lev> ,  instead  of 
txertmg  themselves  m  reciuitmg,  appear  rathei  to  have  conceived 
their  ends  attained  by  obtaining  full  pay,  they  propose  that  other 
persons  may  be  employed  undei  a  diffeient  i>npie&sion,  with  tem- 
porary lank  in  the  army,  in  the  same  manner  as  was  allowed  in 
Captain  Nugent*s  late  Levy  These  persons  will  diaw  no  pay  fiom 
Government. 

It  Is  therefore  submitted  that  ftve  officers  (whose  names  are  be- 
low mentioned)  he  sti  uck  tuT  fi  om  the  Levy,  and  revert  to  their  balf- 
pay- 

That  the  ninety  serjeanta  allowed  by  the  letter  of  seivice,  be  re* 
iuced  to  foi  ty-five 

That  the  cuiporals,  instead  of  ninety,  aie  to  consist  of  forty- 
five 

That  the  diummeis,  instead  of  sixty,  are  to  consist  of  thirty 
The  seijeants,  &c  to  be  discontinued,  will  he  selected  by  Colonel 
Fiench  and  Captain  Sandon,  and  then  names  deliveied  in  at  the 
respective  depdts  by  the  lesidtnt  officeis,  1)1  Older  that  suth  as  aie 
permanent  may  be  drafted,  agieeably  to  the  letter  of  sei  vice,  and" 
the  limited  ones  discharged 

As  the  line  are  mstiueted  to  take  boys  ot  five  feet,  it  is  submitted 
to  His  Royal  Highness,  that  the  boys  allowed  by  the  letter  of  sei- 
vice may  be  taken  at  the  same  standatd 

London,  J  FRENCH,  Colonel 

Cecil-street  Coffee-House,  Sti  and,  H   SAN  DON,  Captaini 

April  20,  1805 

Officers  proposed  to  be  sti  nek  off  the  Levy  —-Captain  Collett, 
Lieutenant  Bowers,  Ensign  Wood,  Adjutant  Dickson,  Quaiter- 
Mastei  Short 

{No.  22  )~Copy  of  a  Letter  fiom  Colonel  Gordon  to  Colonel  French, 
and  Captain  Saudon. 

Gentlemen,  Hoise  Guaids,  28th  April,  1805. 

Having,  laid  before  the  Commander  in  Chief  your  uiemoi  anduin 

of 
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ef  the  20th  instant  proposing  eeitatn  alteiations  i>i  yoiu  letter  of" 
service,  I  am  commanded  to  inform  you  that  His  R^x^V  Highness 
cannot  give  any  fuithei  encowageiaent  to  the  pioseeirtion  ofta  l.j  \  y 
which  has  tun.  ;d  out  so  unpioduttne  to  the  semce^,  and,  fo%  dis- 
continuing of  which  orders  have  already  been  given 

I  am,  &c 

Col  French  andCapt  Sanson  .  (signed,)  J  W  GORDON, 

(No   23  ) 

Deai  Colonel,  Aimy  Dep6tf  6th  Februavj,  isog 

I  waf>  not  enabled  to  nak»  you  an  accuiatc  letmn  of  Colonel 
French's  Levy,  without  detailing  them  in  the  fii  st  instance  by-name, 
find  now  inclose  it,  which  InrTnJe  eveiy  man  who  has  amved  at  thi 
army  depot,  bnt  thinking  it  l.keJy  that  a  return  of  uumbeis  may 
—iswer  your  nui  pose,  I  also  indole  it,  iii  which  I  have  mentioned 
Siow  the  whole  have  betn  dispo^d  of 

I  have  the  honour  to  be, 

l>f»i  Colontl,  \o,ir's.  most  faithfully 
U -Colonel  Got  >Um,  &<  J  AMI'S  TAYLOR,  B  G  Coin, 

taof*e  Guards. 


(WloMire  i  )-~ Conia.  it  a  Jil.T1  &N  ui  'JT'.N  sent  to  the  Army 
Depot  by  Colonel  1"  reach,  asid  hotv  disposed  of' 

6th  February  lsdt) 


Ko  1 

How  diipotcd  of 

75 

Attached  to  Regimeuii  of  the  lane. 

14 

-    -    -    -    West  India  Corps 

52 

-    ••    -    -    R  Banac\t  A.tmeeit 

4 

-    -    -    -    Gamson  and  Veteian  Battalion^. 

64 

-   .    <■    .    Eabt  India  Company 

19 

Rejected 

5 

Deserted 

13 

Returned  to  London,  Recruiting,  and  never  brought  back 

196 

Total 

JAMES  TAYLOJl,  B  G 
Com 


(Enclosure  8  )•— Contains  a  RETURN  "of  Men  sent  to  the  Aimy 
Depot  by  Colonel  Fiench,  111  the  Yeais  1804  and  1805,  and  how 
they  we«e  distributed  * 

*  This  return  being  a  mei  e  list  of  the  names  of  the  10G  men  raised 
by  Col  Fiench,  with  the  date?  of  then  animal  at  ths,  Aimy  Depot, 
and  how  they  weie  distributed,  is.  omitted  j,,  numteiemnif  to  the 
reader  The  preceding  statement  i'i  Ei»closuic  No  1  bung  all  that 
l>  gene-tally  uwfu! 
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ThK  select  Committee  having  mspe'cted  the  foliow- 
•4ug'  Letteis -letened  te  them  by  the  House  of 
Commons,  deitveied  their  opinion,  that  all  those 
Letters  weie  lelevant  to  the  matter  in  question. 

Copves  of  -vanonb  Letters,  Notes,  &c  wthwrh  passed  between  Mrs. 
M  A  Claike,  and  Capt  Sandon 

(No  l  ) 

Sfv,  .     11  Holies-street,  Cavendish-square,  July  2,  1 80S 

Perhaps  you  may  have  fo>  gotten  theie  was  such  a  peison,m  exis- 
tence as  the  Miitei '  I  ha\e  been  in  the  countiy  for  a  ye'ai  and  a 
half,  and  I  am  but  just  letuined  from  it,  to  lemam  in  town ,  .and  I 
should  feel  myself  pdi  ticulai  !y  obliged  if  jou  will  favour  me  with 
yom  fnend  Colonel  Fiench's  addiess,  oi  his  agent  m  the  ran  m 
Holborn,  which  has  slipped  my  memviy — Psay  foigrre  the  tioiible, 
and  beheve  me  youi  most  obedient        '         .  i 

MARY- ANNE  CLAIUC6. 


12)54(4 

48 

6 

To-moriow 
James 


Captain  Sandon, 

Royal  Waggon  Dnveis, 
Co  Chester,  t,ssex 

Beccles, 
Suffolk 


Cl  c* 


*  The  woids  in  Italic,  and  the  pnee  of  postage  were  erased 
with  a  pen 

t-  The  woids  which  are  here,  and  in  subsequent  places,  printed 
W  Italics,  and  the  figuies  were  written  m  pencil. 

(No  2) 
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(Ho  3) 

JL   14  Bedford-place,  Russel-square  July  »3, 

''Dear  Sir, 

On  Saturday  I  was  favoured  with  yam  answer,  bat  as  I  have  re- 
moved fiom  Holies-street  to  this  place,  to  save  yon  the  trouble  of 
calling  there,  these  lia«ji*e  addressed  you  I  am  now  with  my 
mother  and  I  fear  for  the  whole  of  the  swnmer  I  did  not  want 
any  thing  of  fiench  but  to  ask  a  question  I  am  Dr  Sir, 
Captain  Sandon,  Your  obliged,  &«. 

Royal  Waggon  Tram  MARY  ANNE  CLARKE. 

Beccles  Suffolk 

TwoPy.  Post  Unpaid,  Tottenham  C  R 
(No  3  ) 

Mrs  Clarice  will  be  glad  of  a  call  from  Capt  Sandon,  if  he  is  re- 
turned to  town,  to-day  or  to-morrow 

<«loueester  place,  Friday 

Colonel  Sandon^  Budge-«ti  eet,  Westminster. 

(No  4) 

I  am  thoroughly  convinced  of  the  raonev  being  too  ti  lfling,  and 
1  have  mentioned  it  to  a  person  -who  knows  the  tall  value  of  those 
things,  so  you  may  tell  Bacon  and  Spedding  they  must  give  each  of 
them  more  two  hundred,  and  the  Captains  must  eive  me  fifty  each 
more.    1  am  now  offered  eleven  handled  foi  an  oldei  ofhcei 

MAC 

I  must  have  an  answer  this  evening  to  this,  as  I  am  to'speak 
with  hjtn  on  it  I  have  uicstjoned  as  youi  being  concerned  foi  me. 
I  go  to  the  Little  Theatre  this,  etemng 

1804.  Colonel  Sandon. 

(No  5  ) 

Will  you,  my  good  Sir,  diop  me  a  line  Monday  mmmng,  sajmg 
if  you  hftve  been  able  to  influence  any  peison  who  is  with  Pitt,  to 
attend  the  House  on  Monday  to  give  his  Vote 

I  have  this  morning'  leceived  the  inclosed  tiom  Com,  and  wheie 
he  marks  under  he  alludes  to  youi  business,  and  as  I  know  he  is  a 
story-teller,  I  send  you  htslettei, 

Col  Sandon,  1  am  Sir, 

No.  15,  Bridge  Street,  &< ,  M  A  CLARKE. 

Westmtnstei  Budge. 

Indorsed 

PitCs  Motion,  4rc.  C'orri~— "Complaint, 


(  297  ) 


6       "  Dear  Sir, 

"  He  wilt  do  it  so  ie*  the  Proposals  be  sent  in  by  when  he 

gets  to  Town,  which  wiil  be  as  soon  as  you  get  this.,  for  one  thousand 
at  firs*  — — The  Duke  of  Carpiiiidge.bas  already  foui  thousand  You 
have  not  occasion  to  be  lary  partxculai  ts  to  then  bJing  Piotestaats, 
for  T  don't  think  it  ot  a'ij  <  oiis^-Tipnce  (o  him  1,1  I  th'iil}  you  had 
better  atend  him  on  7  iiis.W,  to  a^k  ms  oPlfton  of  thp  Papers  se,)* 
in  on  Situiday,  as  *  toM  hi  n  I  had  seeti  t!ie  P?6"pbsaH,  HvhH*  you  in- 
tended to  .alter  and  leave  »lut  E  'en  v  r  —iFFrY  when  you  goput  on 

a  nice  pair  of  boot'.,  and  let  it  be  ap  ju  hall-past  3     '*v  ' 

Inilo'  wd  "  Adieu — bijrn  this  " 

Mia  Clarke's  Lettei ,  reia'ne/o  <.,ei,",n  Tsvj, 

7 

"  Can  you  g.ve  me  a  Call  to-day  about  one  or  two,  or  abou^five  * 
I  wibh  to  see  yon  much  Tell  SpedtL.g  to  wutem  for  what  he  wants, 
as  the  D  says  that  is  much  th<*  best  Can  you  get  halt  a  dozed  01  so 
that  wants  interest '  I  want  money,  whioh  is  11101  e  impeiious,  thisis' 
«  hat  Lavdnt  to  see  you  upon,  so  you  had  better  see  Gilpiji  fiist 

"  What  is  become  of  Bacon? 

Indoised  "  C  lonel  Sanden  " 

Interest  $  Monei/ 

8  "  Dear  Sir, 

"  Pray  do  something  foi  me  soon  a<-  possible ,  she  Duke  tr>ld  me  tins 
morning  that  you  n  ust  get  011  fastei  »i<h  j  owi  men,  he  has  w.ittcii  to 
town  foi  that  puipose  You  hadKt'T  send  i"e  'ne  exact  numbei  of 
all  vou  have  sent,  and  I  will  shew  it  Ivm 

Indoi  ,er}  Cobnei  San-IeiK 

He  complains  of  tlte 
Slowness  qfReauU- 
tng  the  Lei  y 

9  I  se.>d  this  by  a  servaut  to  Hampton 

hoping  you  will  get  it  soonei 
"  Deal  Sir,  Hiuisdai  Moaii,^  tt 

"  The  Duke  lias  neithet  seen  Gen.  Toynin  nor  his  son— Ivs  sun.lie, 
does  not  know,  ai'd  it  is  six  mouths  since  he  saw  the  C*.  i>  1    He  ba> 
«i.'efed  h'tn  to  bo  Ca/ettc  d,  atd  is  f_arfulit  will  be  done  eiehe  c*n  Sto;j 
1  • — hi  wJI  Le  at  the  office  to-monow,  and  if  not  too  latt  w>d  stop  it 
II..  aj.ui  -d  me  it  was  mtnely  owing  to  me  iha  he  thoug  it  t  >  do  .hj 

A-.lettai.d.Bbgh 

bell  by  p  ltu.i?  him  wh-re  t  vo  otl.ers  Majors  ha\e  left    a  idiie  wou'i 
ui  coinse  be tio steps  higb^i  A  ' 

",  I  hope  to  sej  you  to-morrow,  when  vou  mil  he  abb  to  give'ifr; 
thf  ahsH  ei  fro"i  Toi  tun  ,  «'  >!I  be  in  town  about  J 
'  "  Th>  Kin?  0' d  all  the  F  ipnly  aie  coming  to  visit  the*  Puke,  h  mjf 
hi-.birili  day  > ' '    Full  oftcoinphmeiit,  you  see 

In^oijed  "  Colonel  Sandon,  fudoKel, 

ijtkJttgv'tt  1804.         "No  is,  Budge  Street,  TvyoP.n.n 

1 2  o'Clock  "  Westm  ns  tr  B-idge,        PO->  1 

Vo  17  1804  Nn  "Lo'idon"  In.C  e  .ham 

No.  XW1I.-V  1  ,  M  at  l0 
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10 

"Mrs  Clark's  compliments  await  Col  Sanden,  thi'nks  rt'best  Tor 
him  not  to  come  to  her  Box  tins  evening,  as  Gieenwood  goes  wfth 
Doth  the  Dukes  tins  evening,  and  ot  course  will  watch  where  yr  eyes 

duect  now  and  then  ,  and  should  he  see  and  know  Col  S  

may  make  some  remark  bj  saying  or  talking  of  the  Levy  business,  and 
it  may  be  hurtful  to  his  and  Mi ,  C's  future  mteitst 
Indoised 

ath  Oct  1804  Col  Sanden, 

See  Kichd  Cceui  de  Lion  No  8,  Lyons  Inn 

11  ♦'DearSu, 

"  Cap'tn  To)nin  cannot  be  made  th  s  month  as  I  expected,  the  D 
tellb  me  it  will  be  at  least  three  weeks  he  having  M  much  to  do  in  ic- 
viewing  ,  and  tlure  ate  some  o  her  p'omotians  now  to  take  place-— 
however  the  Illinois  done 

"  The  little  boy  will  beattended  to  On  Monday  I  shall  go  to  Vaux- 
hall  with  a  party,  when  perhaps  I  shall  have  ihe  pleasure  of  seeing  you  , 
it  is  the  cnlj  night  this  summer  I  shall  ha\e  the  opportunity,  asonthat 
night  he  is  obliged  to  attend  the  House  ot  Lords,  aS  they  expect  a  great 

fight  on  Pitt's  Motion  1  sh  ill  at  somi  tune  take  an  opportunity  of 

mentioning  y  our  Majomy     I  asked  him  what  he  thought  ot  you  ? 

AD  clevei  fellow  You  are  to  have  the  oomity  that  Pitt  is  <o 

give  to  the  hue,  so  that  every  thing  goes  on  well  — 1  told  him  1  should 

see  you  a  Vauxball  on  Monday  1  am  now  at  the  end  of  mv  paper, 

so  shall  sa\  ad'eu  "  M.  A  C  " 

"  He  savs  Gen  loynyn  is  a  stupid  o'd  fellow 

Iiirloiscil  Cole  itl  Sandon, 

tehlttt  c  to  1  he  Wajoirfi)  No  1 3  Bridge  Stiee.,  Westminster  Bridge 
and  uJt  ante  of  bounty 

<_        "  Dear  Sir,  W.  t  bridge,  Fudav  Noon  —burn  tins 

"  I  have  menaoned  the  Majouty  to  the  V  ,  he  is  vciy  able 

to  it — it  is  the  Nephew  of  the  Gui  I ,  !»is  son  pu, chased  a  Company 
Jasr'week  — Do  vou  think  if  at  all  poss'ble  to  ool'ge  m<  on  Monday  with 
one  hondr!  d,  I  shall  oe  in  town  bu'iday  If  1  had  had  the  pleasure  of 
"seeing  you  at  the  R^ces,  I  in  erded  to  have  pointed  you  out  to  the 

O   Ifiotiaie  in  iowl,  «ill  >o  1  have  the  goodness  to  send  a  line 

m  a  iswci     It  will  oblige  much  youi  most 

"  Ok  dt  M  A,  C  " 
4  CSHLR  Jntlaned 

Colonel  Sardon,  16  Mnjuiih;, 

C  No  1 5  Iiiidge  S  leet  June  it'i  1S04 

JUN  9  1S04      VV  estmuistf  r  Budge,,  LcnJon 

1 7,  "  Thuisday 

"  I'll  tell  >  'u,  Col  Tren  '1,  }<  11  can  treenail;  ,ene  mo,  by  giving 
me  aliill  tor  two  hundred,  fo'  ■%vo  mo.itli,  01  ttu  week, 

"I  shall 


(  w  ) 


*  I  shall  ut  all  times  tie  happy  to  .serve  you  iu  any  way^  I  like  Cap 
S>vidoi>  exutaiel /,  i  Mip,.ose  fie  15  the  managing  person  ? 

"  Diop  m  •  a  line  in  answei.  "MAC" 
lit  Latter  fiom  Mti  Clarke 

14 

"  Mjs  ClaikeS  ec"i  >nnetii ,  a'tend  on  Colonel  Sandon  will  be  gi.  A 
to  see. I1111  to-monew  f'om  eleven  till  one  f 
"Tftuisday,  Fib  38 
Indorsed  "  Colonel  Sand'  n,  1 

Two  Penny  "  No  8,  Ljon'  Inn, 

..POST  "  Whjcl.  Slict  " 

Coventry  St 

15.       "  My  Vitzr  Sir, 

"I  am  vexed  to  death,  you  w  11  I  now  th"  s'ate  ofinv  finances,  and  I 
jut  upon  Speddmg  toi  Tuesd  >,  when,  behold,  the  Regt  lie  is  111  did 
their  exercise  so  bad  that  the  Durfe  swme  at  them  very  much,  and  has 
stopped  the  pi  omotion  of  n\  >  y  oue  u>  it 1  He  said  so  mirh  to  the  Col 
Wemvss  (I  think)  that  il  hebfd  oeen  a  Gentleman  he  wonld  have  given 
up — butiie  intends  tookui;;  over  the  Memonal  to-da.%  as  S  has  not 
be«"n  long  in  that  Reg  .mil  ne  is  an  old  Olrket  So  thai  1 00  see  if  he 
gets  Jus  promotion  how  very  much  he  ought  t"  be  ">dui  id  t ,  nv  go  ><1 
olliees  I  niuii  beg  haul'  rh.m,  tbeDikets  veu  arqp  iv  til  mi, 
foi  when  he  last  saw  you,  )on  piomisid  mm  300  Fore!§,iei  ,  and  v<  u 
have  not  produced  one  — O,  yes,  master  fcandu  is  a  pietty  feilow  to 
depend  on  I  wish  I  had  hit  upon  Eustace  fiiot  I  told  you,  I  beluve, 
that  they  musi  be  done  giaduallv,  his  Cleiks  a.e  so  cmmirg  Gu 
Speddlng  to  wirte  out  a  list  ot  his  services,  and  sendit  to  rue  as  apuva*e 
thing  to  shew  him,  not  addressed  to  any  one,—— Adieu  " 

1  dr       "  Pear,  Sir, 

"J  asked  this  morning  if  he  himself  read  those  papers  I  gave  him  of 
tb.9  Col's, , he,  saved  that  he  had  ;  but  thit  he  still  a^ked  so  much  more 
than  othei  men,  that  he  could  not  think  ot  closing  with  him  i  However 
let  him  send  again,  as  peihaps  hefoigets  his  papers  111  hishmry,  espe- 

eially  a»  he  had  those  at  home   

"  I  cannot  do  myself  the  pleasure  of  being    1  torn  | 

17        "Dear  Sir, 

"  I  shall  esteem  it  a  favor  if  you  will  make  imtnedia'e  enquiry  about  a 
Lieuftenancy,'(I  undeistand  ihtre  are  two  to  be  disposed  of  in  the  14th 
Lt  Dragoons)  as  Cbstles  Thompson  is  deteimmed  to  quit  his  next 
week,  and  I  wish  for  his  own  sake  that  he  goes  direct  to  the  othei,  as 
the  Duke  might  be  displeased  with  any  one  being  idle  at  this  cutical 
moment  If  you  are  m  the  way  I  shall  expect  a  line — ]  ust  to  say  ifyou 
tamk  it  possible  for  him  to  puicfiase  so  soon — His  R  H  goes  out  of 

M  m  a  tow 


(    300  ) 


*  on  i  >  Cbelmsfei  '  Situ»day,  and  leturns  to  loivn  to  Ins  office 3  o'clock. 
Tuesday  " 

"Lo'nn!  Surdon,'  "M,AC" 
,Xn  i.,,  IV'  /  inn  iter  SI,  idpe*, 
(Siicge  a't,et \,  We-tiiuiistti 

>"        "Dear  Sir, 

"Majoi  Ta^loi  has  pioposed  t<><,  >  sonstilnng  in  the  Irish  Levy?  for  his 
It  Colony,  bi  ,t  it  will  1101  beefleatd  ,  the  friends-  of  ours  says  he  will 
let  him  puichas-,  altho'  he  is  so  young  a  Major,  but  t'-iis  you  know  is 
vioMm.gto  ii->,  so  do  you  see  Inm,  and  if  vou  entei  upon  the  same 
ii  1111.  as  befou,  I  think  I  shall  be  able  to  teizt  him  out  ot  it ,  let  me 
knew  the  i<  1  lit  of  it  soon  aspossib'e  . 

"  Do  you  th»ik  it  at  all  possible  for  \ou  and  Fiench  to  let  me  draw  a 
Ml  an  you  for  200/  I  am  so  dreadfully  distressed*  I  know  not  which 
wav  to  turn  riysJf,  and  before  that  will  t,e  du-  you  pre  awaie  of  what 
!•  K  done  foi  me  in  that  ncgocmion  Tha.ik  you  lor  the  Pig,  tt  was 
the  nast  delicate  thing  of  the  kind  possible  Ad>eu 

V  edne^day,  Jan  30  "  Dear  Sir,  I  am,  &c  *' 

t<)        "  Deai  !  j, 

'  j*s  I  it  ve  iuivn  on  Monday  evening  and  1  tinning  short  of  Cash, 
will  1 1  1  b„  I  md  enough  to  seutl  me  by  Mond  i>  ths  Hundred  Pounds. 
"  v.Vio.,<  I  B.u.den."  "  M,  A.  C." 

20  "  Dear  5nr, 

"  M<«;  unlort'v.afe'/  Lord  Jjridgewa'ei  has  »ske£_fW  the  vacancy 
ere  indeed  u  a  as  c  ,1«,  •  0  that  ttet  is  done  \  ■.•Yv.  j  ; 

but  H  R  ii .  'vni  let  n  ■*  know  if  he  ear*  at  4  o'ck  does  not  go  out 
of  t>.  vn,  <is  in*'  .idt-d,  -o-monow,  on  account  o«  his  Majesty  having 
been  treated  yas.et'la',,  *i.d  s<i*l  feais  it — I  have  a  Bill  due  either  Sa- 
tm, 'ay  Mrrtlay,  i  In*  'lot  .vh.ch  day;  can  you  get  me  the  five 
hundudge  i'ea<> — Se  tia-  been  bigned' and  will  be  in  the  Gazette  to- 
morriw,  vr  ■  krowvhel  >nean 

"  Instead  ot  a-  60  guinea  harp  let  it  be  too,  as  I  told  him  you  was 
going  lo  ,',ese!,[  r,e  one,  theretoie  it  must  be  very  elegant 
"  Tell  Z.miTK  ea  he  shall  have  1  torn  |  he  wishes  for 

700  git'ncas,  nut  he  shall  nave  it  m  a  month 

"  Du'i  *  fnPoiT  ni  firm  ?  icnbblv.  soon  as  read 

"  I  do  not  CO  Olli  Oi  1   \v  to-iiouow." 
«  Colonel  banden,  Ki>  15,  Bi.d0e  Street,  Westminster. 
"  01  Duke  Street.  \dJphi     No  9  Office 

21  "D-irSir,-  Thursday 

«  I  am  e\i  remcly  sorrv  to  inform  you  (for  the  poor  boy's  sake)  hut  >t 
is  impossible  to  admit  him,  as  he  nas  that  misfortune  you  mentioned  oi 


*  The  words  printed  in  Italics  were  drawn  through  by  a  pen 

being 
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being  one  eyed.  -  Do  you  think  it  possible  to  get  me  a  vote  on  Monday 
for  Pitt's  Motion  ?  it  will  if  earned  be  of  some  consequence  to  us  heie 
after ,  try  all  you  can, 

"  I  remain,  Dear  Sir,  Yours,  &c  &c 
"  Colonel  Sandon,  "M  A.  Clarke  " 

"  No  15,  bridge  Stieet,  Westminster  Bridge 
"  Send  mean  Answer" 

22  ^ 

"  What  you  a<,k  » ill  be  at  your  service,  and  the  Letter  will  be  at  your 
Office  Monday  Moin  , 
"  Colonel  Sandon  " 

23 

"  Mrs  Claike  « ill  be  glad  to  see  Captam  Sandon  to-morrow,  before 
twelve  o'clock,  it  he  is  m  tuwn,  if  no1",  Monday  at  5  — 
1  o'Clock       Post  maik.  Postmark 
6  JY  Friday  2 

1804  NT  Col  Sandcn,  TWO  Py  POST 

No  1  J,  Br.dge  Street,  Westminster  Bridge  Unpaid 

24  "DearS.r, 

"  Tneie  ia  not  any  such  thing  m  Conteirmla'ion  as  the  written  ques- 
tion Will  you  again  ask  about  an  India  Lieuftenancy  ?  as  the  Duke 
assines  aie  there  are  two  for  sale  In  consequence  of  what  I  mentioned 
to  him  of  Kenuer  he  has  made  mam  enquiues,  and  finds  him  to  be  a 
black  sheep,  he  offered  to  bube  Col  Gordon  a  few  da}  s  since  '  I 

"MA  cv» 

"  Colonel  Sandon  *'  Indorsed 

4%tk  antedate 

35        "  Dear  Sir, 

"Ere  I  leave  town  I  scratch  a  few  lines,  begging  you  to  be  on  your 
guard  in  even  point,  biit  of  mynime  m  particular,  for  the  future 
nevei  bieathen — lame  nfident  you  have  a  number  of  enemies,  for. 
yesterday  the  — — —  was  assailed  from  seven  or  eight  different  per- 
sons with  envective  agatasiyou — He  is  a  little  angry  ,at  something, 
y«.t  will  not  tell  it  me — I  think  this  fellow  Kenner  tiles  his  friends — 
they  laid  fine  complaints  against  you-~dxd  you  tell  Zemminees  that  as 
soon  as  Toynyn  was  gazetted  you  will  get  Inmdone?  in  the  same  way, 
and  that  I  was  the  person  ?   Let  me  see  you  on  Tuesday 

"  Adieu,  I  am  interrupted.'' 

26       "  My  Dear  Sir, 

' 1  Be  so  good  as  to  look  at  the  Gazette  to-morrow  evng,  as  I  rather 
sxpect  some  of  the  names  to  be  inserted     I  have  others  which  1  as»uge 
you  upon  my  honor     The  present  for  my  trouble  for  the  Majority  js 
stven  hundred  guineas,  so  if  }  ou  have  any  more  this  must  be  the  sawe 
Mm  y  .       r^~l  sKal 
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-«r— I^sfealt  fee  in  ^ewn  Monday,  if  you  will  have  any  thing  to  commum- 
,«ate    1  remain, 

"  Fridaj  Evng  "  Dear  Sir,  yours,  &c  &c 

**  7  o'C!ock„  a8  Sp  «  Colonel  Sanden,  "  M  A.  C." 

""1804      '•  "  No  ~8,  Lyons  Inn,  "  Two-Penn/ 

"  Whych  Stieet,  Strand  "  "  POST  rt 

27  '    "Dear  Sir,  22d"8th 

*' i  made  a  mistake,  it'is  the  22d  Regiment  Mr  Thompson  is  to  pur- 
chase into,  01  the  8th     Shall  I  see  you  to  day  ? 

'"  What  is  Thompson  to  say  to  his  Colonel  i  "MAC" 
"  Charles,  Farquhar  "  Colonel  Sanden, 

"  Thompson,  "  15  Bridge  Street, 

*'  i}  "  Westminster" 

"  to  8  or  22d'' 

28 

"  I  gave  rhe  papers  to  his  R<  yal  H  ghi.ess,  he  lead  them  while  with 
me,  fc.Pd  he  sn  lthou- ht  Men 'u  i,  l/U'  t^at  an  Answei  would  be  left 
at  Ins  Office  as  the  «ay  uf  b  smess 

"  I  Did  hi"nf  any  was  appointed,  to  g'vo  the  Co!  the  preference 
Bfin  ihiiso  in  as  lead  — I  do  not  com;  ithend  tn.ieilj  what  you  mean 
by  fi.e  other  ihings,  I  don't  thml  it  possible," 


2Q 

"Canyon  •end  mc  one  hundred  pounda  to-day1 — and  let  me  sfie 
you  to-morrow  morning 

"  Colonel  Sauden  "  "  M  A  C  " 

30       "Dear  Sir,  "Fndiy 

"  Will  you  go  10  the  Horse  Guards  forme  to-day,  and  leave  a  pro- 
per letter  as  ^.omjng  from  Chart's  rhomp=on,  asking  for  leave  of  ab- 
sence fru  a  fbrtn<ijK ,  but  if  his  se'ViC's  should  bewamed  he  would  join 
*fflre<U'leIy  if  you  know  any  belonging  to  the  Adjutants,  you  could 
get  it  6y  to-morrow 

«  CUoa  1  Sanden  "  "MAC" 


,  •noXiiAiat,!!  oh[sim  J    i  1 113CT  P  I!*'-*  nism  suotjojoti  t»  tfitAt 
sn^fsiioo  ui  '.wpnsi-^uoui  e  .ire  noXsfe  odium  oiiaj  u  3aeij  j„ 

"fcnopeyou  will  attend  the  Duke  to  day,  as  Clinton  leaves  hirrron 
Thursday  am!  he  has  all  tlie  writings  for  you  m  tiaud  he  will  not  leave 
his  Office  nil  six  — 

M  I  shall  be  itlad  of  a  hundred  guineas  if  possible  this  week  Satur- 
day weekToywn'  will  be  Gazer ed ~-jrIow  comes  on  French?  Call 
to-morrow  if  possible. 

**  Colonel  Sandon, 
*  «s  Bridge  Snjet,  Westminster .'' 

3*' 
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"  As  your  Servant  has  called,  and  fearing  you  may  not  have  my»  let- 
ter— beg  you  to  see  the  Duke  to-dav  at^il  events^  or  elSre  things  will  be 
longer  about,  as  Col  Gordon  takes  Clinton's  place  ©n  Thursday  '' 


33       "  Dear  Sir,  ( 

"  Pray  what  can  Speddmgs  mean  by  asking  on  Thursday,  thro'  Gen. 
Touyn,  foi  leave  to  go  upon  half  pay  ?  tis  odd  behaviour,  and  you  mubt 
think  that  some  one  thinks  me  used  veiy  ill    of  course,  till  this  is  fully 
explained,  I  shall  diop  all  thoughts  of  any  thm?  else 
«'  Saturday,  I  remain  your's, 

"  Colonel  Sandon."  "M  AC" 


34       "  St, 

"  I  am  exactly  treated  as  I  have  been  led  to  behe\e,  from  more  than 
one  quarter,  but  will  thank  you  to  send  me  Colonel  French's  Addiess 
to-day  before  the  Post  goes  out — I  have  nothing  to  do  with  your. 
Agent,  you  kn„w 

«'  1  remain,  Sir,  your  most  obedt. 

"  M  A  C  " 


"As  Col  Sandon  did  not  call  according  to  promise,  Mrs  C  hopes 
he  will  have  the  goodness  to  send  her  a  Bill  at  t>Vo  months,  m  the 
morning-  surely  ad  things  Will  be  settled  before  that  becomes  due. 
Mr?  C  hopes  he  will  not  disappoint 
"  Monday 

-     "Colonel  Sanden, 
"  Lyons  Inn,  Whych  Street " 


36       "  Sir, 

"  You  have  disappointed  me  dreadfully,  a  Bill  of  one  Hundred  H 
three  months  is  useless,  it  must  be  for  twohundred  at  three  months^  o« 
for  one  hundred 

one  at  six  weeks  or  two  months  I  beg  you  to  1  eturn  ft  bythe  bearer,  as 
I  mentioned  my  situauon  to  you  — Word  it  thus . — Ipromise  to  pay  to 
Six  weeks  or  Two  months  after  date,  pay  Mr  Thompson  01  Order,  the 
Sum  ot  One  hundred  Pounds  for  Value  received 
"  Pray  let  me  have  it  this  evening  at  all  events  "  M.  A  C  " 


"  Mrs  Clarke's  compliments  attend  Capt  Sandon,  will  feel-herself 
much  obliged  if  he  will  do  his  best  for  Thompson  m  the  recruiting  bu- 
siness, as  oti  his  getHng  the  men  early  will  give  hun  first  ra"nk 

"  Mis* 
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"  Mrs  C  has  not  been  able  to  get  an  aiiswej  fiom  H  R  H  about 
Taylor  " 

.  Dec  26  2   Two  Py 

Colonel  Sandon,  POST 
No  8,  LyonMnn,  Blandford  »  »  |^ 

Wych  Street.  £  U 
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38 

"  Mjs  C  nvist  again  mtreat  the  assistance  of  Col.  S— — —  He 
well  knows  she  has  always  done  as  he  has  wished  her  to  do. 
"  Colonel  Sanden,  No.  8,  Lyon's  Inn,  Wych  Stieet  " 


'<  I  am.  told  an  Answer  is  left  out  for  Col  French  at  the  office,  and 
that  now  he  has  diopped  three  Guineas  per  man  — 

"  I  am  not  awaie  of  »  hat  the  answer  is  intended  to  convey 
"Mr  Com  |  win  |  twill" 


40. 

"  I  hope  vou  will  not  di-.app.nnt  me,  as  on  >ou  alone  depends  my 
hopes  of  taking  Hp  a  Bill  over  due 
"  Colonel  Sanden  " 


41  "  2,  Westbourne  Place,  Sloane  Squ.ire, 

*'  Dear  Sit,  "  December  211J 

"  Let  me  know  where  you  aie,  and  I  have  not  the  least  doubl  but  I 
fan  seive  you  essentially,  and  remain  as  ever  youi  fnend. 

6ogi  "  Maby  Anne  Chrke  " 

'   oi  uv,[  Captain  Sandon, 

n~  Waggon  Train.  » 

c  Ik  K 

hpam  *  h 

By  Mes*  Greenuoo'l  $  Co  *  c  ? 

Lion  Inn,  Strand,  London,  ^  =  -g 

Indorsed  £  ^  "* 

id  Dec  1808  £ 


*  The  words  in  Italic  were  erased  by  a  pen 
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H  O  USE    OF    CO  M  M  O  N  S, 

Thursday,  Fibruary  23 
The  Speaker,  fiom  the  Chair,  thus  addicssrd  the  Home 
"  I  have  to  acquaint  the  House,  thai  smce  I  came  to  the  House  I  have1 
/eceived  a  letter  from  his-Royat- Highness  the  Duke  ot  York,  the  coiitent$ 
of  which  relate  to  the  Inquiry  now  pending  befoie  the  Committee  of  the 
whole  House    With  the  permiisson  of  the  Hotibe,  I  will  iead  the  lettei  " — 

The  letter  was  then  read. 

"Sn,  "  Home  Guards,  Feb.  23,  1809.1 

*'  1  have  waited  wth  the  gieatest  ajlxiety  until  the  Committee 
appointed  by  the  House  of  Commons'  to  inquiie  into  my  conduct, 
as  Commandet  in  Chief  of  his  51iiest\  s  Army,  had  closed  its  ex- 
aminations, and  I  now  hope  that  H  will  not  be  deemed  impiopei  to 
address- this  lettei  through  jou  to  the  House  of  Commons. 
■  "  1  obseive  with  the  deepest  concern,  that  in  the  touue  of  thls 
ItNjuiry,  my  name  as  br.n  coupled' with  tiansactions  the  most, 
criminal  antj  disgiaceful,  and  I  must  ever  regiet  and  lament,  that 
a  connection  should  ever  have  existed,  which  has  thus  exposed  my 
chartaptgiKinfl;  honour  to  public  animadveision. 

V  "With  lespeef.  to  my  aliedged  offences,  connected  with  the  dis- 
charge of  my  official  duties,  I  do,  in  the  most  solemn  maiHiei, 
upon  my  hoaou r,  asaPnnce,  distinctly  asseit  my  innocence,  not 
only  by^denyaag  all  coirupt  patticipatiou  in  any  of  the  infamous 
transactjons  which  ha\e  appealed  in  evidence  at  the  Bar  of  the 
House  of  Commons,  oi  any  connivanqe  at  then  existence,  but  also 
the  slightest  knowledge  oi  suspicion  that  they  existed  at  all 

"  My  consciousness  of  innocence  leads  me  confidently  to  hope, 
that  the,House  of  Commons  will  not,  upon  such  evidence  as  they 
have  hpald,  adopt  any  proceeding  piejudicul  to  m>  honom  and 
character,  but  if,  on  such  testimony  as  has  been  adduced  against 
me,  the  House  of  Commons  can  think  my  innocence  questionable,, 
I  clannef  their  justice,  that  I  shall  not  be  condemned  without- 
trial,  6x  be  deprived  of  the  benefit  jndipiotection  which  is  aftoided 
to  every  British  Subject,  by  those  sanctions  under  which  alone 
evidence^  leceived  m  the  ordinal  y  administration  of  the  law 
"lam,  Sn,  youi's,  FREDERICK." 

"  To  the  Speaker  of  the  House  of  Commons  " 


(  bo;  } 

The  lettei  was  oideied  to  lie  on  the  fable,  and  the  Sneaker ob- 
seived  that  tins  being  a  case  of  great  importance  he  thought  it  Dro- 
,pei  that  a  copy  of  it  should  be  made  by  the  Clerk  for  the  use  of 
the  House — winch  being  ordered, 

Mr  Banks  expiessed  a  wish  to  know  wimt  instances' there -(vers 
<>f  pioceedmgs  of  such  a  natuie,  and  wliat  was  the  couise  usually 
puisued  ,  * 

The  Speaker  observed,  that  all  letters  addiessed  to  tbe'House 
must  of  course  beaddiessed  to  the  Speakei  Sometimes  theycvyeie' 
meie  Ietteis  of  couise,  and  m  such  cases-he  comrnorweated  trh'etn 
to  the  House  without  putting  any  question  on  tbe,subjeet,'  anH  fhey 
•weie  then  enteied  on  the  Journals.  Letters  were  also'sOmet<nies 
addressed  to  the  Speakei  on  the  subject  of  charges  pendm«"be'fore 
the  Hpusevand  of  this  there  badbeenaji  instanceat  no  veryremote 
penod,  in'which  the  writers  of  such  letters  desired  to  be  beai'd  at 
the  Bar.  These  letteis  weie  not  communicated  to'the  House  as 
matteis  of  course,  hut  then  communication-became  the  subject  o*f 
a  question  to  the  House.  In  one  instance  he  recollected  a  prece- 
dent of  a  lettei  of  this  soitbemg  ordered  to  he  on  the  table,  on  the 
motion  of  a  Membei.  ' 

Friday,  February  24. 
Mi.  Whitbiead  called  the  attention  of  the  House  to  the  letter 
winch  had  been  received  and  read  the  pieccding  day,  >v Inch  he 
.said  most  seriously  atfected  the  privileges  of  the  House  He  did 
not  object  to  it  at-tjie  time  of  its  being  read,  as  it  was  his  wish  to 
act  with  piudence  and  caution,  lie  howevet  thought  it  was  in- 
cumbent on  the  House  ,to  bestow  on  it  Us  most  seuous  considera- 
tion, as  itstiuck  at  its  vital  principles  This  pioduced  a  reply 
fiom  Mi  Percival,  when  aftu  some  observations  from  Lord 
Henry  Petty  the  consKleiation  of  the  Conduct  of  bis  Koval  Hi«h- 
nessthe  Commandei  m  Chief  was  lixecl  ioi  Wednesday  the  &tlT of 
Mai  ch 

f* iiday,  March  S  , 
A  long  discus  .ion  aro^  ou  a  suggestion  of  Mr  C  W  W^nne 
relative  to  the  pie\ancations  ot  Geueial  Clavenng  the  tm  ther'con- 
sideiation  of  which  was  defened  till  aftei  the  decision  upon  the 
geneial  question  This  foimed  ihe  preliininai  v  pioceechn^s,  with 
the  excepti  hi  that  on  Monday  the  6th  the  Chaucelloi  of  "the  E\- 
chequei  stated  tlut  b>  ntistake  a  Papei  had  been  omitted  in  the 
punted  Copies  of  (he  Evidence,  it  was  the  lettei  fiom  bis  Royal 
Highness,  which  contained  an  entkuoie,  and  the  lettei  boie  tlie 
jnaikof  the  Do\or  Fo»t  OiW,  on  this  infoimation  being  corn - 
luumcated,  Mi.  Whubread  said  l>e  tiusted  the  lettei  itself  would 
be  produced  on  the  discussion,  so  that  it  might  be  seen  no  alteia- 
tfon  had  taken  pi?ce  \o\  this  puipo^e  be  wished  all  the  Papers 
hKould  be  open  to  the  inspection  of  the  L'otise 

Wednesday's, 
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Wednesday,  March  8 

Previous  to  entering  int<r  the  discussion  of  the  ciicumstances 
disclosed  in  trie  evidence,  Loid  Folkstowe  moved '.a  call  of  the 
House,  which  was  agreed  to  * 

Mr  Waedle  moved  the  Cn'dei  of  the  Day  for  taking  into  further 
consideration  theRepoit  of  the  Committee  appointed  to  inquiie  into 
the  coaduct  of  the  Commandei  m  Chief,  which  being  agreed  to — 

Mr  Wardle  then  deolaied  that  he  wis  fully  aware  of  the 
difficulty  of  .the  situation  in  which  he  was  placed,  and  should  there- 
fore not  tiouble  the  House  with  many  woids,  befbie  he  pioceeded 
to  the  esamifiation  of  the  e\  idence  that  had  been  taken  at  Us  Bai, 
and  to  the  comments  which  it  would  be  necessary  for  him  to  make 
upon  those  paits  of  that  evidence  to  which  he  would  have  to  refer. 
He  had  studiously,  ou  all  occasions  throughout  the  progress  of  this 
investigation,  avoided  any  thing  that  could  lead  to  peisonality  or 
irritation.  Such  at  least  had  been  his  intention,  and  if  he  had  done 
otherwise  it  was  fiom  madveitence,  and  he  should,  he  trusted, 
meet  the  indulgence  of  the  House.  Howevei  he  might  have  been 
huit  that  motives  not  very  wanantable  had  been  attributed  to  him 
for  his  conduct  in  this  business,  he  had  not  suffeied  such  feeling  to 
influence  him  in  the  progiess  of  it  Though  he  did  think  that  in 
the  early  pait  of  the  business  he  had  been  treated  moie  haishly  than 
he  ought,  he  would  now  speak  of  the  favours  which  he  had  expe- 
rienced in  the  course  ot  the  investigation  In  the  fust  p'ace  he  had 
to  letuin  his  thanks  to  his  Majestj  s  Mmisteis  tbi  the  indulgence 
which  he  had  met  with  at  then  hands  In  the  piogiess  of  the  In- 
quiry he  had  nevei  obsei  ved  any  disposition  in  them  to  take  advan- 
tage of  his  little  knowledge  of  the  foims  of  paihamentai  y  business, 
and  for  this  they  had  his  thanks  In  the  eailv  pait  of  the  proceed- 
ings he  had  expei  lenced  the  assistance  and  support  of  a  most  woi  thy 
and  Honourable  Member  ot  that  House  i  of  which  be  had  been 
soon  depuved  fiom  the  ill  health  ot  ibe  individual  in  qutstion 
With  lespect  to  h  s  Noble  Fnend  |,  who  had  assisted  him  dui"i» 
the  most  aiduous  pai  t  of  the  tiouble — whose  atfi/e  co  o<  union 
lie  had  *expei  lenced  at  the  moment  when  notlmm  na>  moie  coiiii 
dently  talked  of  than  the  odium  and  oiigi  ace  v'n<li  >\mikt  bi\\\t 
upon  the  atcusei  of  the  Duke  of  Yoi  k,  '.ho  notwitUumding  tin* 
and  eveiy  othei  consideration,  which  migh'  ha\e  defped  a  If  ^ 
yealous  man,  voluntanlv  come  foiward,  and  put  1  in«eh  in  his 
(Mi  Waidle's)  situation,  he  felt  it  unnecev-ai}  to  oliei  ar.j  thanks 
to  him.    \V  hilehis  Noble  luiend  was  in  possession  ot  that  sail  fit- 

*  Public  cunosity  bcins  so  much  e\.u  ed  on  tins  im|  mfAt  occas  on, 
above  four  times  the  Numoir  ot  peison&  th<i  Gallery  could  coatam,  were 
collected,  long  befon  opening  the  doers  of  the  House,  and  a  gieat  uoi'tl 
continued  about  the  lobbus  and  avenues  timing  the  whole  time  or  the  dia 
cussion 
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tioii,  which  e't'i  results  f.otn  tl.e  consciousness  <if  fiiio.  and  t>n 
Miakeri  lecticude,  and  ot  the.  leua'd  which  follows  fhe  coin  'ction 
of  having  acquired,  and  dcsei  \  ed  tin'  applause  of  Ms  count!)  — am 
thanks  ot  las  would  be  as  nothing  1  heie  was  noihini;  at  wiii^h  In, 
mote  rejoiced  than  at  the  able  manuei  in  which  hisl?/nal  H'^hnes* 
had  been  defended  The  Mmi  tus — the  Li«  Ofhce.s  of  ti)« 
Crown,  and  mejal  ot  the  most  skildil  men  m  the  House  liad  ev- 
erted therrrsehes  tor  ihat  purpose  ,nid  he  was  happy  to  think  that 
all  must  be  convinced  that  uothina  u>oie  could  ha\e  been  do.'e  tor 
lnm  Still,  ho>vc\ei.  w  ith  all  the  suppoi  t  that  it  was  in>lit  to  ^ive 
to  the  Duke  ot  Yoik,  the  lUpiesco<dtiYi-3  of  the  People  wjp  to  re- 
collect that  they  owed  a  paramount  duty  to  the  Count]  y  lie  lehcd 
on  thestiensth  and  justice  of  his  cause,  and  on  that  only — and 
would  theiefote  pioceed  to  ofler  some  lema.ks  on  the  evidence, 
aftei  which  he  would  submit  a  Resolution  to  the  House,  founded 
on  the  view,  which  he  imagined,  Hiust  be  enterta.iied  upon  the 
whole  of  t^e  case. 

THF  EXCHANGE  OF  COLONELS  KNIGHT  AND  BROOKE. 

The  first  case  to  which  he  would  call  the  attention  of  the  House 
was,  that  of  the  hAchanue  between  Colonels  Knight  and  Brooke, 
the  evidence  lespectmg  which  he  should  ahoitly  iun  ovei 

"  The  first  wilnes,  called  Has  Dr  Thy  vie,  «  bos  ated  that  be  !•«  1  been 
"  desired  by  Mr  Knight  to  s;  e<ik  to  Mrs  Cla.ke  on  the  subject,  and  to 
"  offer  uei  two  hundred  pounds  foi  expediting  the  exchange  in  que.tion — 
"  tha'  he  had  jp,ili(d  to  hei  ...  i  rd..i!,ly,  and  offered  hci  iwq  hundred 
"pound, — that  M. a  Clark',  when  li  business  was  ejected,  sent  him  the 
"Gazette,  W>i  h  he  t!.ti>oiiutted  to  Mi  iinuht — ind  t  la*  a  foitmprht  or 
"  three  »e,  k,  n  d  elap  ed  liom  iho  nine  ot  the  applxa'tou.  and  the.  ffecting 
"  of  rile  s -\0  inge  Mr  Rcbcrt  Kunjht  liad  co  roborated  the.tcstimony 
"  of  Or  Jti>nne  He  sent  Ihe  two  bundled  p^undsto  Mrs  Clarke,  winch 
"  he  Ind  authoiu  d  i  he  other  «i  ncss  t  oft',  r .  I.c  weni  thre..  times  for  tlie 
'  Ga?ette,  and  thou  !n  tint  abjut  a  foment  went  on,  or  peiha;  3  threa 
"  wteks — and  he  audid,  that  Mrs  CI  like  had  dcatnd  lum  to  k -.p  th( 
"  transat  non  ,frret,  let  it  should  cone  to  the  oar,  oflns  Ro"\al  Highness 
"  Mr  Clarke  had  stated,  that  sue  had  stnt  'he  Gaz.'tie  to  Or  Thyime  — 
*  that  she  had  giv  e « tin1  slip  of  paj-ei  It  ft  v  ith  her  by  Dr  Thynne,  cc.itain- 
"  ing  the  name-,  ol  the  pattns,  to  the  Commander  id  Clatf— that  sba  told 
"  lum  she  d  d  not  Uww  'n  partie-,  bin  ihat  she  was  to  receive  a  pecuniaiy 
"compliment — that  slit  leceiv.d  the  money  in  ihe  IH.ke  of  York's  pre. 
•i  ence — Jncj  iiat  shi'ihouchi  tint  one  of  ins  servant*  had  been  sent  to  get 
*'  one  ot  the  neks  changed — and  tint  sIk  hid  de  ired  that  the  transaction 
"  might  be  kept  secret,  but  not  fiom  the  Duke  of  Yoik— that  two  or  three 
"  da*  s  after  the  application  the  ei-hange  had  been  G«t2ettcd — and  th.t  the 
"  Commander  m  Chief,  uputi  he.  mentioning  that  she  wis  to  relive  t 
"  pecuniary  compliment,  said,  that  he  knew  the  business,  that  tliey  had 
*'  been  for  some  time  trying  to  effect  it,  and  that  one  of  th"  partwa  Was  a 
'*  had  subject,  but  that  he  would  do  it  " 
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Upoti  this  evidence  Mr  Waidle  opened,  that  it  most  be  ad- 
mitted *hat  two  hundied  pounds  had  been  offeied  to  Mis  Claike 
for  expediting  this  exchange,  and  that  this -urn  was  paid  hei  undei 
the  lmpiessio.i,  that  hei  influence  with  the  Coinmandei  in  C  lief 
had  answeied  that  purpose  The  next  point  was,  whethe.  she  luo^ 
actuallj  used  her  influence  with  the  Commando  in  Chief  She 
said  she  had  done  so  ,  she  said  tha*  *-he  save  the  s'lp  of  papei,  with 
the  names  of  the  parties,  to  the  Duke  of  Yoik,  obseiving  that  sue 
did  not  know  them,  but  that  she  was  to  ietei\e  a  pccun'ai  y  coin- 
pliment  It  appealed  tiom  the  evidence  of  Di  Thynue  and  Mi. 
Knight,  ti  at  a  slip  of  papei  of  this  desci  iption  hod  been  given  hei, 
and  that  she  did  not  k.iow  tile  pai  ties,  and  so  fai  hei  testimony  was 
completely  conntmed  Mis  Claike  fuithei  said,  that  when  she 
piesented  the  papei,  his  Roval  Highness  had  said,  that  he  knew  the 
subject,  and  that  they  had  been  tiying  at  it  foi  'Oiue  time  This 
was  actually  the  case,  and  how  she  was  to  come  to  the  knowledge  of 
that  cucumstance,  except  th'ough  the  Commanciei  m  Chief,  he 
did  not  know  His  Roval  Highness  had  s>id  that  one  of  them  was 
a  bad  subject,  and  it  actualh  appealed  fiom  tb;-  papcis  on  the 
table  that  Colonel  Biooke  had  only  seived  as  a  Coinet  in  a  legi- 
inent  of  Cavalry  foi  foui  months,  and  out  of  the  t\\ehe  yeais  he 
had  been  foi  seven  \cais  upon  half  pay  Unless,  theiefoie,  there 
veie  paiticulaily  stiong  leas'in^  toi  giving  Colonel  Biooke  this  ad- 
vantage, it  ought  not  to  lave  been  done,  especially  when  it  was 
tonsideied  that  he  would  thus  be  placed  in  a  situation  wlieie  he 
might  have  to  command  a  cavaliy  legiment — a  duty  of  great  difh- 
i  ults ,  and  one  that  in  01  dmai  y  cases  could  not  have  been  expected 
to  be  veiy  well  peitoimed  by  a  peison  who  had  only  seived  in  the 
cai'ahv  as  Comet  for  the  space  of  foui  months,  and  who  had  been 
foi  seven  ycais  out  of  tnel  .e  on  h  >'t  pav  Mis-  Claike  said  that  she 
shewed  the  notes  to  the  Con.mat'dti  in  Chief,  a  cucumstance  that 
delved  prob?bditv  tiom  hei  hrmng  >eceivul  the  money  immedi- 
ately betoit  Ins  Royal  Il'gl  ness  !cft  to.-  n  foi  \\  eiiiiouth 

"Puu'i  tlu  ba  lei,  hat' sad,  fi  lo.i'liengh  th  it  the  Duke  of  Yo  k 
"  went  to  Wij  linn  th,  ib  mt  n  t 'clock  at  n.i;!  1,  I  e  M.  sent  out  to  ge.  a 
"  mil  changed  ,  t.iai  tl  c  Dt  K>  of  Yo'k  iva-.  ]  u-  a  it  the  liiie,  that  the 
"  witiits,  ixl>  \  el  ii  vv  is  a  b  II  o'  one  h'mdrel  poum's ,  that  he  tued  io  get 
"  the  D  II  ch  ii  f(td  a>  St  v.!,  S  hi  Bund  titieit  t!  i  he  had  not  succeeded  , 
"an1  t  „t  h  succeeded  at  bsheld  and  El  Hitman  s,  the  coffee  ioiit  rs,  lit 
«'  iVk  blieet  " 

He  admitted  that  the  evidei  C-  of  Pen  son  was  so^ievvhat  u  pfused 
}  ie  seemed  to  inve  bet  n  mi^'a1  en  when  he«a'd  t'  at  it  »,,s  at  'n  >dge- 
maii's.i  and  not  at  Stevens  s,  that  he'  got  the  note  chanced  But  it 
the  strife  time,  he  cettatnly  appea  ed  to  hav  e  spoken  what  was  tine 
to  the  best  of  his  judgement,  and  with  the  excc|  tion  of  tins  mistake, 
the.e  was  evfiv  leason  to  give  ciedit  to  hi  tes.imoin  Mis  Clarke 
had  said;  that  she  believed  that  theie  weie  only  two.or  thiee  days 

between 
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between  the  date  of  the  exchange  and  the  application.  Doctor 
Thynne  and  Mr  Knight  had  said  a  fortnight  ot  thiee  weeks,  and 
Mr  Knight  had  said  that  he  went  thiee  times  for  the  Gazette. 
That  they  diffeied  so  far  was  cleai,  but  on  a  point  such  as  this,  which 
depended  so  much  upon  accuiacy  of  lecollection,  it  was  not  at  all 
sui  piising  that  theie  should  be  such  a  tnflitig  vanation  It  was  ob- 
vious tnat  they  had  stated  it  as  a  Cc.se  that  lequned  dispatch,  and 
no  doubt  she  e\e.ted  herseif  to  effect  the  exchange  as  speedily  as 
possible,  foi  if  their  object  was  dispatch,  Ik  1  s  was  to  get  the  money 
which  she  might  lose  if  the  affair  wa^  ii<>'  I, aliened 

There  was  also  a  vauation  as  to  the  pou  t  of  keeping  the  mattei 
seciet,  Mi.  knrght,  however,  must  have  been  t  "rsuaded  when  he 
gave  Mrs  Claike  the  tv.o  bundled  no.irjs  tin"  the  exchange  had 
been  expedited  thiough  her  influen'e  v  ,th  tl  e  t)uke  of  \  oik,  and 
consequently  that  the  Duke  of  Yoik  must  h  >  c  known  it  If  J.I  is 
Claike  theiefoie  had  desncd  him  to  keep  fne  mattei  sceiet  fiom  the 
Duke  of  \  oik,  he  must  tu\e  thought  tliat  she  swindled  him  out  of 
the  two  hundred  pounds  for  it  was  only  1<\  aoi  hoalion  to  his  Renal 
Highness  that  she  could  "itect  the  object  ji,  I  'heiefoie  Mi  Kih„i  t 
must  have  believed  that  the  Dukeoi  li.,l>«  ,s acquainted  vith  the 
transaction.  Was  it  ciediblc  upon  am  0*1101  suppo  itien  that  he 
would  have  given  hei  the  two  handled  ,)i,mhu  >  That  Mis  C  la'^e 
lequned  seciec)  "i  the"e  tiansactions  \  s  i.ideed  ti  ue,  a*- appeared 
from  the  evidence  ot  Mi  Coi  1 1  ami  o;'  a--  'I  he  icasons  foi  U"s 
weie  obvious — but  it  was  impossible  horn  then  natuie,  that  s!  e 
■f,.v!tU"-t»c  t!tr-r>ce't  scrnccy,  « tsr  as  crnfprnca  the  knowiectse  of 
the  Commander  m  Chief-  'i  he  letter  of  the  Duke  of  Yc11  t»Mis. 
Clarke,  respecting  the  application  of  General  Clavei  ing  toi  i  regi- 
ment— a  lettei  wi  itten  with  a  gieat  deal  of  caution,  pioved  that  he~ 
was  accustomed  to  communicate  with  hei  on  these  subjects 

"  Clavermg  is  mistaken,  my  angel,  in  thinking  that  anv  new  regiments 
"  are  to  be  raised ,  it  is  not-intended,  only  second  battalions ,  you  had  bet- 
"  ter  therefore  tell  him  so,  and  that  you  were  sure  there  would  be  no  use  hi 
"  applying  for  him  " 

Yot/ai  e  not  to  tell  the  quai '  e  fi  om  which  you  receive  the  info)  ill- 
ation, no  Duke  of  Y-oik  is  to  be  mentioned  It  was  clear  from  this 
how  much  he  wished  to  keep  his  name  seciet  with  lespect  to  ihe^e 
tiansaclions  but  aftei  such  letteis  as  this,  Mis  Claike  could  .»  >fc 
be  in  hei  senses  if  she  had  expiessed  anv  fear  ofthe  Duke  of  Yoiks 
becoming  acouainted  with  these  applications  — "  You  would  do  this 
and  you  would  do  that,"  was  a  mode  of  expiession  which  clem  ly 
manifested  the  Duke's  desne,  that  he  should  not  be  bro-ignt  foi- 
waid,  ami  on  that  account,  as  well  as  foi  othei  leasons,  Mrs 
Claike  might  be  anxious  for  geneial  secresy  ,  but  it  was  absuid  to 
suppose  that  she  could  have  any  appiehensions  fiom  whatevei 
km-iw ledge  the  Duke  of  Yoik  could  have  on  subjects,  which  she 
well  knew  he  was  alieady  acquainted  with. 

Dui  tkeie  were  wjitten  documents  on  the  table  of  the  Hoi  se, 
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whicf)  spoke  as  strongly  on  this  point  as  the  evidence  al  the  bar. 
On  the  memorandum  by  Messrs.  Cox  an<i  Greenwood,  of  Bi pulse's 
sei  vices,  fhei  e  were  pencil  marks,  first :  "  C.  L.  Cannot  be.  acccdid 
ts  ;  Ms  Royal.  Ihgkiicsf  does  not  up/rove  of  the  e.rchaijge  proposed." 

This  statement  was  dated  on  the  1st  of  July,  .but  in  a  short  time 
after,  that  is,  on  the  23d  of  July,  another  pencilled  mailt  was 
made  on  the  statement,  July  ?.%  1805  ;  his  Royal  Highness  does 
»'«>  if't-rove  of  this  exchange."  Colonel  Gordon  in  his  evidence 
stated,  that  the  words  "  not  acceded  lo"  meant  nothing  more  than 

'»"«  acceded  to  til!  the  necessary  inquiries  should  be  "made;  and 
that  !ftl  e  [■3])e>  was  to  be  considei ed,-he  should  piobably  ha\e$a:d 
to  ;  and  it  fmthcr  inquines  should  be  necessary,  might  note,  "  to 
ie  considered,  oi  pjobabl.y  catnot  le  acceded  to  That  this  phra- 
H'oU«t\  in  is;  lit  he  understood  at  the  Horse  Guards,  he  admitted; 
but  that  it  could  be  understood  in  the  sense  asciibed  to  it  by 
Colonel  Goicion  arty  where  eke,  he  denied     Unless  it  was  to  be 

'<ontenttcd  that  woitls  of'diiect  refusal  implied  only  consideration, 
it  was  impossible  to  assert  that  the  words  could  have  such  a  mean- 
ing in  any  other  part  of  bis  Majesty's  dominions  except  it  that 
spot  called  the  Horse  Guards.  But  as"  if  it  had  been  thought  that 
the  words  "  cannot  be  acceded  to"  were  not  sufficiently  strong,  it 
was  added,  "  his  Eoyai  Highness  does  not  approve  ofthe  exchange 
proposed.'  If  he  were  a  party  in  the  transaction,  he  certainly 
could  not  have  expected  any  further  inquiiy,  after  being  told  that 
the  proposal  could  not  be  acceded  to;  and  every  person  asking  a 
favour  rr;G't  have  irieii  th:H5  words  as  a  complete  denial.  In 
another  document,  it  was  said,  that  the  services  of  Col.  Brooke 
could  not  but  be  favourably  considered.  But  the  services  of  Col. 
Brooke  weie  stated  in  the  paper  on  the  table,  where  it  appeared 
that  he  had  seived  four  months  as  a  Cornet  in  the  8th  Dragoons; 
and  that,  out  of  twelve  years  in  the  army,  he  had  been  seven  years 
on  half  pay.  But  Colonel  Gordon  assured  us,  that  the  request  was 
complied  with  on  the  ground  of  his  services.  These,  however, 
were  such  as  he  had  stated  ;  such  they  were  when  the  request  was 
refused  ;  and  such  they  were  when  it  was  granted.  Colonel  Gor- 
don did  not  recollect  any  peison  of  whom  he  had  made  inquiries 
after  the  refusal ;  and  when  Gentlemen  recollec  ed  what  admirable 
testimony  Colonel  Gordon  had  given  on  other  points  and  the  cor- 
rectness with  which  he  had  detailed  (he  minutiae  of  the  business  of 
his  office,  it  would  appear  lather  extraordinary  that  when  an  ex- 
change had  been  effected,  as  he  had  stated,  upon  inquiries  made 
by  him  in  his  official  capacity,  he  could  not  lecollect  one  word  of 
the  result  of  these  inquiiies,  nor  the  person  from  whom  the  infor- 
mation had  been  "received.  He  would  ask  then  what  made  an 
Officer  eligible  for  the  command  of  a  regiment  ? — The  situation  of 
an  Officer  who  might  have  the  command  of  a  cavalry  regiment  was 
a  very  difficult  one,  and  required  considerable  expedience  in  that 
particular  service,  of  which  experience  Col.  jBiouke  had  but  little 
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Colonel  Gordon  hai  said,  tljat  by  a  rule  of  tfee  Commander  in 
Chief,  no  officer  could  be  promoted  to  the  rank  of  afield  officer 
under  six  years  service;  an  excellent  rule,  and  highly  honourable 
to  the  Commander  in  Chief*,  and  one  which  would  have  been  of 
essential  advantage  to  the  army  if  adhered  to.  But  it  was  material 
to  observe,  that  if  the  seven  5  ears,  during  which  this  Officer  bad 
been  on  the  half-pay,  were  deducted  from  the  twelve,  (the 
whole  of  his  services,)  there  would  remain  but  five;  and  to  select 
an  Officer  of  five  years  actual  service,  only  four  months  of 
which  he  had  served  in  the  cavalry,  for  the  command  of  a  regi- 
ment of  cavalry,  was  an  infringement  of  the  excellent  regu- 
lation of  the  Commander  in  Chief.  It  might  be  argued,-  that  the 
event  bad  proved  that  Colonel  Brooke  was  well  worthy  of  the  situ- 
ation; that  might  be;  he  did  not  know  Colonel  Brooke,  but  pro- 
bably he  was  a  very  meritorious  Officer.  That,  however,  was 
nothing  at  all  to  the  question,  for,  at  the  time,  Colonel  Gordon 
could  have  had  no  ground  for  the  recommendation,  if  ever  lie  did 
recomrriend  hi  in,  about  which  he  appeared  somewhat  doubtful. 
He  only  adverted  to  this  circumstance  to  shew  its  bearing  upon  the 
case,  as  it  went  to  shew  that  the  exchange  must  have  been  effected 
through  the  influence  of  Mrs.  Clarke.  It  appealed  to  him  fully, 
clearly,  and  strongly  to  corroborate  that  fact ;  and  when  the  whole 
of  the  case  should  be  considered,  he  thought  it  impossible  that  any 
Gentleman  in  the  House  <  oujd  be  of  any,  other  opinion.  That  was 
bis  impression,  and  he  did  not  think  it  necessary  to  trespass  further 
upon  the  time  of  the  House  lespecting  that  case,  but  should  proceed 
"directly  to  bis  other  statements. 

C-Af TAIN  MAl.INGS  CASE.. 

,  Although  it  was  Lis  wish  to  have  withdrawn  this  case  at  the  time 
it  came  first  before  the  Committee,  be  was  very  glad  that  the 
Committee  had  not  thought  proper  to  accede  to  that  pioposition, 
for  he  now  conceived  it  to  be  a  case  as  interesting  to  the  Officers  of 
the  Army  as  any  other  whatever,  and  though  it  did  not  afford 
proofs  of  Corruption,  there  was  ample  room  for  censure.  It  was 
admitted,  that  at  the  time  of  his  promotion  there  were  a  great 
number  of  Officers  who  wished..to  purchase,  and  many,  his  seniors, 
distinguished  for  long  and  meritorious  services  who  wished  to  be 
promoted.  This  was  admitted  by  Colonel  Gordon;  and  itappeared 
that  the  only  reason  for  the  preference  given  to  Captain  Maling, 
w:as  his  unexceptionable  character  and  assiduity.  But  the  question 
was,  why  had  he  been  put  over  the  heads  of  so  many  other  officers 
of  acknowledged  ability  and  service  !  This  gentleman,  though  as- 
siduous and  of  an  unexceptionable  character,  had  never  been  out 
ofEngland;  and  he  nrould  ask*  whether  it  was  not  improper— not 
to  say  corrupt — to  raise  him  over  the  heads  of  so  many  officers  oi 
Icng  and  painful  serv  ice  ?  In  the  progress  of  the  investigation  upon 

*  Here  was  a  loud  crv  of  "  hear,  hear !" 

N  n  3  this. 
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tin's  ease,  it  came  out  that  theie  was  another  Mahng  in  the  office 
•with  Colonel  Gordon,  who  was  made  a  Captain  without  any  mili- 
tary service  at  all,  who  had  never  joined  any  regiment,  and  whose 
enly  recommendation  was  his  assiduity  undei  Colonel  Gordon  On 
that  ground  Colonel  Goidon  had  lecommended  him  as  a  fit  person 
to  be  placed  on  the  half  pay  of  a  Captain,  and  since  that  time  he 
had  been  on  full  pay,  to  the  exclusion  of  otheis  who  had  seived  in 
all  quaiters  of  the  woild  —  lheie  was  Act  of  Pailiament  which 
piovided  that  no  officer  who  had  evei  joined  any  legiment  should 
bejput  on  half  pay,  and  unless  thib  was  lepealed,  to  put  him  on  half 
pay  would  be  a  violation  of  the  law,  and  so  far  worse  than  having 
him  on  half  pay  1  hat  the  Commando  in  Ch.et  ought  to  have 
the  powei  of  lewardusg  cxtiaoidmaiv  iiieut  in  this  way,  he  was 
willing  to  allow  ,  but  unless  Hie  powei  was  limited,  it  would  al- 
ways lead  tocouuption  and  mal  pinct'ccs  Biitish  Ofhceis  would 
nevei  lepine  at  piomotions  bestowed  foi  gallant  acts  in  the  field, 
they  would  lathei  feel  giatifcd  on  null  occasions,  but  it  was  im- 
possible that  they  should  not  feel  the  stiongct  di'satisfaction  at 
their  being  given  to  Gentlemen  m  Colonel  Guidon's  Office,  who 
had  nevet  peifoimed  any  ten  ice  at  al1  Mi  Wai  die  then  called 
Ihe  House  to  the  case  of  Colonel  Goidon  himself,  in  order  to  shew 
the  bad  effects  of  the  e>i-ten<*  of  such  an  unlimited  powei  in  the 
Commander  in  Chief  Colonel  Goi don's  services  might  have  de- 
sei\ed  a  leward,  but  he  would  not  »o  so  far  as  to  '•a^,  he  ought  to 
have  been  lewarded  at  the  expeon-  ^nd  to  the  in.tmy  of  several 
hundred  desei  vmg  Officeis  lie  m  ukf  not  go  so  fai  as  (c  say,  thai 
he  ought  to  have  got  a  legiment  in  piefeience  to  numerous  Bi  i- 
gadiei  Gcnwrals,  Colonels,  and  stiro,  Lieutt  nant  Colonels  He 
illd  not  think  he  dcseivcd  so  much,  and  now  lint  Gentleman  had 
had  time  to  tetWt  on  these  mp*tc  is,  tl.cv  would  see  ui  these  things 
a  great  abu.se  of  a  powei  which  ou^ht  not  to  be  vested  m  anj  Coni- 
uumdei  in  Clii^t  v,hate\ei 

COLONEL  FBLNCiIS  LEVY 

The  next  case,  which  was  a  veiy  important  one,  was  Colonel 
French's  Levy — Mr  Wai  die  here  gave  a  btief  sumiraiyot  the 
evidence,  by  wlrch  he  consideied  the  case  to  ha\c  been  pioved 

"Caplain  Hu<ley  Sandon  had  stated  chat  he  applied  to  Mrs  Clarke  le 
11  procure  hei  mfliieiice  for  hinw  If  and  Cu.uiel  Fiench  »n  ihis  lievy — that 
"  thty  were  to  ptv  hei  five  hundrtd  poii"<)«  upon  receiving  tlie  letter  of 
"servue,  anJ  that  sue.  was  to  have  tw»  ttiousand  pounds  if  the  Levy  shc- 
"  ceUM— that  sIk  had  Been  paid  s<  vcial  sums  m  the  pi  ogress  of  the  business 
"  Mr  C»rn  stattd,  that  h"  was  to  receive  two  hundred  pounds  for  intro- 
ducing them  to  Mrs  Clarke,  that  she  said  sbe  could  recommend  none 
"but  persons  of  character,  and  thai  it  woi'ld  be  necissun  for  them  to  go 
"  through  the  regular  forms  at  the  Wai  Office ,  tint  in  the  month  of  July 
"  1S04,  she  hid  desired  him  to  destroy  her  lelten,  Dowler  spoke  to  the 
'  >!  era  ion  in  the  teims,  by  nhich  ihf  nuiii'iu  of  bo^swa*  tobem- 

"  rreasedj 
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"creased,  and  by  -Which  Mrs  Clarice  for  her  good  offices  was  to  receive  a 
"  guinea  per  man  Dowler  had  also  stated,  that  he  had  advised  her  not 
"  to  trouble  herself  with  matters  of  this  sort,  and  that  she  alledged  a.-,  the 
"  reason,  that  she  was  foiced  to  do  it  because  the  Duke  of  York  did  not 
"supply  her  w  I'll  money  for  her  establishment  Mi  Giant,  the  agent  fpr  the 
"  levy  said,  that  he  understood  lhat  it  was  to  be  obtained  thiough  the  influence 
"of  a  Mrs  Clarke,  who  \vaa  to  be  pai  five  hund  cd  pounds  immediately 
"  He  also  spoke  to  the  alteration  to  be  procured  through  Mrs  Clarke's  in. 
"  fluence,  and  to  the  loarr'to  be  advanced  to  the  Duke  of  Yoik  upon  pay- 
"  ment  Of  theanears.  Mrs  Claike  had  said,  thai  she  leceived  the  fiVa 
"  bundled  pounds  and  had  paid  them  to  Buikitt  the  s'lvci  smith  foi  plafe, 
"and  the  reniaindei  of  the  pi  ice  of  the  plate  she  believed  to  have  been  paid 
"by  the  Commander  in  Chief,  foi  he,  as  ehe  imagined,  bad  told  her  s-x 
"Miss  Taylor  stated,  that  the  Duke  of  Yoik -aid  to  Mis  Claike  in  Her 
"  presence,  '  I  am  continually  worrud  by  Colonel  I  kikIi — lie  worues  me 
"  continually  about,  the  !e\y  business,  and  is  ahv ays  want uisj  something 
"more  m  his  own  favour — how  does  he  behnc  ti  you  dailmg?'  To 
"  which  M  s  CUike  lep'u'd  '  middling,  noi  vciv  will upon  which  the 
"  Duke  ot  Yoik  sa.d,  '  master  Flench  uniit  mind  what  lie  is  about,  or  I 
'  thai'  cut  up  hi m  and  his  levy  too  ,' — b  Us  weit  aUo  drawn  on  the  Duke 
"  of  York  lelative  to  this  Dusmess,  and  liquidated  by  his  checks  upon 
"  Coutts'a  house  " 

From  ail  these  corroboi  at!ti'>  circumstances  it  most  be  admitted, 
that  Mrs  Claike  had  lece'ved  from  these  patties,  a  pecuniary  le- 
waid  foi  her  influence  with  the  Duke  of  Yo'k,  and  that  sums  had 
been  advanced  hei  fiom  the  impie«sion  that  she  had  exerted  that 
influence  with  eftect  1  lie  iie\t  point  was,  whether  she  actually 
iud  that  influence  to  which  she  pietended.  Captain  Sandon 
that  he  had  been  fifty  tunes  with  hei  upon  this  business,  and  she 
slid  that  she  was  tca/ed  to  death  by  him  and  Colonel  Fiencb  upon 
"his  subject,  and  that  she  gave  then  notes  unopened  to  the  Duke 
of  Yoik  It  appealed  that  they  had  paid  hei  seventeen  hundred 
pounds  in  small  sums  in  the  couise  of  the  ttamaction,  which  they 
would  nevei  have  done  had  they  not  been  fully  convinced  that  she 
actually  possessed  the  influence  ovei  the  Duke  of  York's  mmd  to 
which  she  pretended 

Mr.  Waidle  then  adveited  to  the  letters  of  Mrs.  Clarke  to  Cap- 
ta'n  Sandon,  which  he  contended  affoided  several  proofs  of  her 
influence  with  his  Royal  Highness.  She  said  in  No  28,  "  I  gave 
the  papeis  to  his  Royal  Highness,  he  lead  them  while  with  me, 
said,  he  still  thought  men  high,  but  thai  an  answer  would  He  left 
at  his  office  m  the  way  of  busmtss^  I  told  him  if  any  was  appointed, 
to  give  the  Colonel  the  preference — bum  this  as  soon  as  read — I 
do  not  comprehend  exactly  what  you  mean  by  fiv°  other  things,  I 
do  not  think  it  possible"  In  this  letter,  Mis  Clarke  stated  what 
she  had  done  with  the  papers,  the  Duke's  remaik  upon  them,  and 
his  pointing  out  where  Captaitr  Sandon  would  receive  ananswei, 
She  knew,  it  appeared,  as  much  of  official  tegulanty  as  Colonel 
Gordon*  by  duecting  Captaua  Sandon  to  go  to  the  Horse  Guaids 
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for  his  answer    It  was  dmpossible  Mis  Clarice  could  have  made 
such  communications  to  Captain  Sandon,  utiles  she  actually  pos- 
sessed the  influence  over  the  Duke  of  Yoik  winch  the  parties  be- 
lieved hei  to  enjoy     In  anotliei  lettei,  No  31,  shesavs,  "  I  hope 
you  will  attend  the  Duke  to  day,  as  Clinton  lea\es  hmi  on  Tbuis- 
day,  and  he  has  all  the  wntings  foi  you  m  hand  ,  he  will  not  leave 
his  office  till  six.    I  shall  be  glad  ot  one  bundled  guineas  it  possi- 
ble this  week  "    Here  she  said,  that  Clinton  was  to  leave  the  Duke 
cn  a  paiticulai  da) — that  he  had  all  the  papeis  in  his  hands,  and 
that  the  Duke  would  not  Ie„/e  the  office  till  six     She  wished  to 
send  Captain  Sandon  to  the  Office  to  attend  the  Duke     How  could 
she  have  known  these  ciicunistanc  cs  about  Clyitoii,  and  the  seve- 
ral othei  matteis,  iinlcs  she  had  a  duect  communication  with  the 
office  and  the  Commander  in  Chief    In  No  39,  she  said,  "  I  am 
told  an  answer  is  left  out  foi  Col  >nel  Fiencb,  at  the  office,  and 
that  now  he  has  diopped  ihiee  guineas  per  man  '    This  was  ano- 
ther pioof  of  the  fact  which  he  bad  stated     In  No  11,  she  said, 
"  You  aie  to  have  the  bounty  that  Pitt  is  to  give  to  the  line,  so  that 
every  thing  go?s  on  well    I  told  him  that  !  should  see  \ou  at 
Vauxhallon  Monday"    In  No  8,  she  <-a'd,  "  The  Duke  told  me 
this  morning  you  must  get  on  tastei  \jthyoui  men — he  haswntten 
to  tov,n  for  that  purpose — you  had  beitei  '•end  me  the  exaof  num- 
bei  of  all  you  have  sent,  and  I  will  show  it  him  '    Ileie  she  called 
foi  documents  as  an  agent  to  ti  uismit  them  to  the  Commands  in 
Chief    Could  anyone,  after  attending  to  the  statei  lents  in  these 
lettei s,  reallj  peisuade  hinre'f  that  sue  could  possibly  have  done 
all  this  without  a  couiui.jp  cation  on  the  subject  with  the  Com- 
mander in  Chief  ?    In  No  jO  she  said,  "  she  thought  it  best  that 
Sandon  should  not  come  >o  l.ei  Oox  that  evenm.>,  as  Gieenwoc  d 
was  to  beat  the  theiti  e  wlh  me  !)uke,  and  if  he  saw  hei  and  San- 
don togethet  he  aught  say  something  about  the  levy  bussiTc-s,  an  1 
hurtthen  future  inteic-ts  "    In  hei  evidence  she  stated,  that  if  she 
and  Sandon  weieseen  togethei  it  might  occasion  a  suspicion  about 
then  connection  in  the  levy  business  that  might  be  mjunous  to 
them    This  appiehension  was  veiy  leasouable,  because  if  any 
such  suspicion  sliould  anse  in  Greenwood's  mind,  he  might  state 
it  to  the  Duke  of  Yoik,  who  might  find  himself  obliged  to  put  an 
end  to  the  levy,  or  place  himself  m  a  very  unpleasant  predica- 
ment    In  No.  6,  she  said,  "  He  will  do  it,  so  let  the  proposals  be 
sent  m  by  when  he  gets  to  town,  which  will  be  as  soon  as  3011  get 
this,  foi  one  thousand  at  first    The  Duke  of  Cambridge  has  al- 
ready foai  thousand    You  hive  not  any  occasion  to  be  very  paiti- 
cular  as  to  then  being  Piotestants,  for  I  do  not  think  it  of  any  con- 
sequence to  rum  1'    I  think  vou  had  bettei  attend  him  on  Tuesday 
to  ask  his  opinion  of  the  papeis  sent  in  on  Satuiday,  as  I  told  him 
I  had  seen  the  proposals  which  you  intended  to  alter  and  leave  that 
evening"    This  letter  lelated  to  the  Geiman  levy,  and  it  was  }-a- 
ther  extiaoidmary,  that  of  the  documents  on  the  table,  none  could 

be 
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be  found  that  refened  to  that  transaction  Though  (here  were  no 
otlicial  documents  to  shew  by  what  authouty  Colonel  Fienrh  un- 
dertook to  raise  men  m  Germany,  certain  it  was,  and  he  could 
piove  it,  that  he  had  sent  leciuitmsr  paities  to  that  country.  It 
therefoie  no  official  authoutv  foi  doms>  so  could  be  shewn,  and  it 
could  be  proved  rhat  he  actually  did  this,  then  it  was  clear  he  did 
it  on  the  authonty  of  Mrs  Claike  alone,  or  of  the  Duke  of  Yoik 
thiouxh  her,  as  directed  in-4hls  lettei  By  this  it  was  seen  that 
Mrs  Clarke  examined  proposals  foi  laismg  one  thousand  men  in 
Gei  many,  and  made  a  i  epoi  t  thei  eon  to  the  Duke  of  Yoi  k,  actin», 
in  this  instance,  in  the  capacity  of  Commandei  in  Chief  heiseif. 
It  was  also  Heai ,  that  she  had  done  so  fiom  this  circumstance, 
that  she  desned  Sandon  to  wait  upon  the  DiAe  of  York  to  talk 
ovei  these  very  alterations  She  reptesente  he> self  as  having  sug- 
gested to  him,  which  she  would  not  ha\t  done  unless  she  bad  leally 
held  such  a  conveisation  The  next  lettei  (No  lt>),  stated,  that 
the  Duke  of  Yoik  was  "  veij  ans;ry  with  vou  (Fandon),  for  wlftn 
he  !a«t  saw  you,  joa  piomi^ed  him  thiee  hundied  foieigneis,  and 
yon  have  not  produced  one  O  yes,  Mi  Pandon  is  a  pretty  fellow 
to  defend  on."  This  was  a  positive  pioot  that  the  German  leciuit- 
ms;  was  earned  on  with  the  knowledge  of  the  DukeofYoik.  It 
was  also  a  pi  oof  of  Mis  ClaiLe's  knowledge  of  the  pioposals  made 
by  Sandon  to  the  Commander  in  Chief,  which  she-  must  have  been 
made  acqtiaintecHvith  by  his  Royal  Highness  Aftei  these  letters, 
m  addition  to  the  eudeiitashea.dat  the  Bai,  there  could  be  na 
doubt  on  the  mind  of  aiu  <n>c  that  Mis  ClaiLe  possessed  influence 
ovei  the  Commaiidei  in  Chief,  and  used  it  on  tlu=  occasion. 

The  next  point  to  he  examined  v  as,  whether  the  Commander  m 
Chief  knew  of  Mr«.  Claike's  leceivme;  pecuniary  ccnsideiation  for 
the  use  of  her  mflrence  Mis  Claike  asserts  that  she  told  him, 
but  he  would  suppose  that  such  was  not  the  case  Foi  a  long  time 
applications  witnout  end  weie  made,  and  he  would  ask,  was  it  pos- 
sible foi  his  Ro}al  Highness  toassii>n  any  othei  leason  for  hei  con- 
tinued exei  tion  and  mtei  fci  ence,  but  that  she  leceived  a  pecumaiy 
lewaid  foi  her  labouis  He  would  have  asked  hei  why  she  in- 
mteiested  heiseif  so  much  foi  Colonel  Fiench's  lew,  and  what 
were  hei  motive>  foi  wishing  so  earnestly  t<*piocuie  all  thealteia- 
tions  leqmied  Vv  hat  answei  could  she  have  given  to  such  inter- 
logations  but  the  tine  one,  that  'he  received  monej  foi  hei  influ- 
ent e  If  she  said  it  was  1  ei  fi  lendship  for  the  pai  ties  that  induced 
her  thus  waimly  to  e-pou  e  then  cause,  such  a  dcchiation  would 
not  have  been  vei  v  s.iti'f^fto!  v  to  the  Duke  of  Yoi  1  Fiom  this 
he  mfeired,  that  his  Ro\al  U^biicss  must  ha\e  made  such  an  en- 
<|iniv,  and  would  have  b'en  satisfied  with  no  answei  but  the  tiue 
one,  that  a  beneficial  » omideiahon  was  paid  to  Mis  Claike  foi 
her  sei  vires  M<m«"  '.ei>t  to  hei  foi  this  tiansaction  at'  all 
timet  without  roi'l  ■.ihn<"nl  <n  iv<cve,  and  not  at  all  as  it  would 
}uve  been,  lidd  Mi    C  i-ti^e  b'i>i  <st  *><d  <,t  I'scomni"  to  the  know- 

ledge 
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ledgeof  the  Duke  of  Yoik.  It  also  appeared  fiom  the  evidence  of 
Mrs,  Claike  and  Mi.  Dowlei,  that  a  loan  of  five  thousand  pounds 
yas  negotiated  for  lib  Roval  Highness  himself,  which  had  not 
much  the  appearance  of  a  wish  to  conceal  these  thm«s  fiom  him 

Anothei  point  was  the  establishment  in  Gloucistei  Place,  which 
he  hoped  would  be  kept  in  view  thiough  every  pait  of  the  discus- 
sion Without  some  such  method  as  this  for  piocnring  n>oncj, 
his  Rojal  Highness  must  have  known  that  Mis  Claike  could  not 
have  <uppoi  ted  hei  establishment  'J'hen  theiewas  the  evidence 
of  Miss  Tayloi,  as  to  his  knowledge  that  Mis  Claike  derived  pe- 
runiaiv  advantage  fiom  this  lev)  "  How  does  I'jench  behave  to 
you,  Darling,"  weie  his  woids,  and  when  Mis  Claike  said, 
"middling — not  very  well,"  heobseived,  "Master  Fiench  had 
better  muid  vvliat  he  is  aboat,  01  1  shall  tut  up  him,  and  his  levy 
«oo  i"  Now,  aflei  this  evidence,  it  is  ceitdnh  put  beyond  a  doubt, 
thathis  Roval  Highness  had  a  knowledge  of  these  pecuniary  tiant- 
actions,  loi  if  theie  can  be  one  thing  moie  natural  than  ano'hei  — 
if  any  one  thing  can  be  moie  conclusive  than  anothei,  it  is  this, 
that  even  unsuppoi  ttd  by  othei  testimony  it  is  stiong,  but  tup- 
ported  as  it  is,  it  is  incontioveitiblcand  njesistible 

In  conoboration  of  his  Ro>al  Highness's  possessing  a  knowledge 
of  the  pecumaiy  emoluments  denved  bv  M>s  Claike  tiom  the 
Levy,  the  Honoui able  Membei  adduced  the  case  of  Majoi  Tomu, 
■wheie  it  was  m  evidence  by  Captain  Sandon  and  Mi  .Jiarit,  that 
$vehundied  pounds  weie,  on  account  of  that  py_n:;;.„  ~,  ;„ 
pjtd  toMiS  Claike  by  Mr  Dowlei,  that  he  saw  the  money  ['aid, 
and  by  the  peisons  belonging  to  the  house  cf  Mr  Bukett,  that 
about  the  same  period  fivehundied  pounds,  pait  of  the  amount  of 
a  sei  vice  of  plate,  had  been  paid  by  Mis  Claire,  and  the  balance 
by  the  DukeofYoik's  own  notes  This  encumstance,  he  con- 
ceived, was  conclusive  as  to  the  DukeofYoik's  knowledge  of  the 
tr?nsaction.  His  Royal  Highness  must,  fiom  his  giantmg  bills 
ouly  for  the  balance,  have  known  that  the  five  bundled  pounds, 
had  been  paid  by  her,  he  n.ust  also  have  known  that  he  himself 
had  not  given  hei  money  to  enable  hei  to  pay  this  fivehundied 
pounds,  What  was  moie  natuial,  theiefoie,  01  did  it  not  lathet 
followas  a  necessarv  consequence,  that  be  should  have  asked  hei, 
had  he  been  ignoiaiit  of  the  tiansa^tion,  whe.e,  ,md  in  wku  man- 
nei  she  procured  the  money  to  pay  {ois  li>el  n.idied  pounds,  to 
account  of  a  service  of  plate  tor  the  balance  ^f  whH)  he  planted 
his  own  notes  lie  confessed,  that,  with  the  hut  exeicise  of  all 
due  charity  on  the  occasion,  he  could  not  conceive  hi«  Roval 
Highness  to  be  l^noiart  eithei  of  the  one  tiansacti^n  01  of  the 
other.  That  a  paiti'-jLu*  accorunodat'o'i  was  meant  foi  an  undue 
e\ei«se  of  a  light  of  paliouage,  he  conceived  the  piopo^td  loan  of 
five  thousand  pounds  by  Colonel  Fie.uh,  afloideda  conoborative 
proof.  Mis  Claike,  n\  hi  i  evidtt'ce,  stale i,  that  application  had 
teen  made  at  the  offices,  but  chat  tt  dA  :■■/£  siicesd.    Mi  Gun 
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san',  that  Cofonel  Ficnch  had  applied  to  him  to  advance  the  loan, 
aini,  in  this  he  wa»  conoboiated  by  Mrs  Claike  The  Duke  of 
loik,  in  his  leiteis,  stated,  that  he  had  no  knowledge  of  any  trans- 
action of  the  kind,  yet,  on  this,  subject,  theie  must  have  been  a 
communication  with  him,  and,  if  it  had  been  earned  on,  he  must 
have  been  a  principal  paity  in  it,  _  If  the  loan  had  been  negociated, 
it  was  u  have  been  done  on  piopei  secunty  To  such  secuiity  the 
Duke  ot  Yoik  himself  must  have  been  a  party,  it  being  obvious 
that  the  sennity  of  Mis  Claike  could  not  have  been  received; 
aiu.,  theiefoie,  his  Royal  Highness  must  h'mself  have  appeared. 

He  should  next  say  a  woid  01  two  about  official  papers,  which 
appeared  to  be  much  i el ied  on  upon  the  othei  side.  After  the 
thing  was  settled  with  Mis  Claike,  tbeie  was,  to  besuie,  a  regular 
official  application  made  by  Colonel  French  at  the  Wai-Office. 
The  apphcati  >n  was  acceded  to,  and  the  letter  of  seivice  granted 
on  the  30th  of  Ap,ii  804  Flie  t&ms  uponwhuh  the  letter  of 
sei  vice  was  granted  weie,  that  5000  men  weie  to  be  raised  in  thir- 
teen months,  with  a  powei  to  discon'inue  the  levy,  if  4000  men, 
weie  not  raised  m  nine  months  ,  and  yet,  notwithstanding  the 
teimsof  this  letter  of  sei  vice,  aftei  the  lev}  had  been  entnely  un- 
successful, it  appealed  a  most  favourite  corps  j  and,  m  the  general 
ic 'illation  about  subsistence,  Colonel  Fiench  was  l  iformed,  that 
his  corps  was  to  bean  exception  On  the  7th  of  Maich  1805, 
when  it  had  been  nine  month  in  opeiat,on,  so  fai  from  pioducing 
the  4000  men  that  weie  spoken  of  in  the  official  lettf  r  of  sei  vice, 
it  had  not  i  aised  200  men ,  and  yet,  instead  of  its  being  discontinued, 
accoidino  to  the  powei  le-en  ed  in  the  letter  of  service,  farther 
indulgences  weie  »ianted  to  it  and  thebounti'  v.as  then  raised.  On 
the  r>th  ot  January  180%  Colonel  Fiench,  instead  of  expressing 
an\  d  ^anointment  at  the  f.iiuie  of  the  lew,  wrote  a  letter  to  the 
Duke  ofYoik,  complai.nna  most  severely  of  the  conduct  of  Bri- 
gadier-Genera! Tavloi  m  obstuicting  his  levy  in  Ireland,  andshew- 
ini>  eveiy  possible  ho«t'ht\  to  it  Colonel  Goidon,  upon  this  letter, 
immediately  'Mote  ovei  to  Mi  Kukman.  comp)a,mng of  the  con- 
duit ofGeneial  TtvIoi,  The  Deput.  In«i  ector-Geneial.  Mr. 
Knkman,  jn  his  answei,  vindicated  the  conduct  of  General  Taylor 
and  inclosed  a  detailed  account  which  was  o,ven  b>  that  General, 
which  was  woittu  tne  most  seiious  attention  of  the  House  After, 
statins  a  number  ot  direct  and  serious  charges  against  the  levy  and 
the  Officeis  employed  m  it,  it  is  dnectl^  stated  that  it  had  been 
managed  in  such  a  man.<ei  that  owy  fan  that  was  raised  coast  the 
Countiv  1501,  that  the  bounM  amounted  to  little  more  than  two 
guineas" a  man  flora  Colonel  French,  as  almost  all  that  were  raised 
weie  made  Seijeants  oi  Corpoials,  tliat  as  soon  as  the  harvest  was 
leaped,  no  mo  e  exeition  was  to  be  expected  m  getting  men,  that, 
in  fa,c-t  there  was  no  chance  of  setting  moie,  as  Colonel  French 
only  gave  eleven  guineas  bounty  for  pnvates,  wheieas  sixteen  was 
the  common  bounty  gi\en  by  others.   At  the  time  that  Colonel 
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Fienoh  vertured  to  wute  such  aletterto  tbc  Commandd  mCLiifi 
lie  must  have  know  a,  that  by  the  letter  of  sen  ice  tbei  e  was  a  power 
of  completely  discontinuing  the  levy,  as,  instead  of  pioducing  the 
4000  men  that  he  had  undei  taken  to  get  by  that  time,  he  had  not 
got  even  200  it  would  natuiaily  be  asked,  how  could  the  influ-v 
enceofMrs  Ciaike,  oi  if  am  human  being,  have  pieva.lcd'upon 
the  Duke  of  Yoik  in  favoui  of  this  levy,  aftei  he  had  received  tins 
long  and  official  detail  of  then  vile  and  abominable  iiansactsons 
mentioned  in  that  Ilepoit?  People  might  well  ask,  how  could  the 
Duke  of  Yoik,  knowing  as  he  must  have  known,  aftei  reading  this 
Report,  what  abominable  acts  weie  done  undei  tin,  lettei  ofseivice, 
have  avoided  putting  an  immediate  stop  to  it  >  By  what  influents 
was  he  induced  to  let  a  sjstem  go  on,  which  was  in  dnect  opposition 
to  the  verj  teims  of  the  letterof  seivice  >  Tlie  levy  was  ho  \evei, 
allowed  to  go  on  after  tin's  statement  had  been  iccened  ,  and  all 
the  effect  that  it  had,  wa«  to  cause  a  gentle  hint  to  be  given  to  Colo- 
nel Fiench,  that  he  must  cndeavoui  to  get  more  men  As  to  the 
representations  of  Geneial  Taylor  and  Mi  Knkman,  the\  were 
only  noticed  bv  a  letter  in  a  veiy  diffeient  tone  fiom  Colonel  Gor- 
don Th's  lettei  was  dated  the  20th  of  Febiuai),  1805,  and  stated, 
"  that  a  prematuiejiidgement  had  been  formed  on  the  piobable  suc- 
cess of  Colonel  Fi  inch's  levy,  and  that  the  teims  of  his  lettei  of 
sti  vice  weie  not  aloued  him  "  When  he  heaid  th.  t  an  Ofticei  who 
made  a  faithful  lepott  of  the  tiansactions  undei  his  inspection, 
received,  instead  of  thanks,  something  which  latliei  resembled  a 
repumand,  he  could  not  avoid  saying,  O'  that  such  things  as  this 
should  have  «o.long  e\i-ted  m  this  countiy  1  Although  it  had  been 
gentlv  hinteit  to  Colonel  Fiench  and  to  Captain  Sandon,  that  un- 
less moie  men  weie  procuired,  the  levy  must  be  discontinued  on 
the  1st  of  Apnl,  yet,  in  point  of  fact,  theie  appealed  no  intention 
of  discontinmi'g  it  at  all,  ( until  Geneial  Wlutelocke  wrote  a  letiCi 
to  Colonel  Goidon  on  the  sub  ect,  dated  14th  of  April,  180% 
This  letter  mentioned  "  the  fen  men  who  weie  got  under  the  lew, 
being  but  two  hundied  and  nineteen  in  twelve  months,  the  dis 
graceful  conduct  of  the  Noncommissioned  offi<  eis,  and  the  expenre 
inclined  by  it  It  theiefore  lecommended  the  discontintienie  of 
the  levy,  which  was  «o  buidensome and  so  unproductive"  In  tins 
letter  of  Geneial  VVhitelocke's  was  inclosed  a  lettei  fiom  Colonel 
Robinson,  thelnspectoi-Geneial  of  theReci  uiting  Service,  in  ten- 
don, who  made  a  foimal  complaint  against  the  whole  of  the  temporary 
Seijeants  of  Colonel  Fienth's  levj,  whose  conduct  was  in  even  re- 
spect so  infamous  and  disgiaceful,  that  he  could  not  too  stionglv 
urge  then  being  dischaiged,  or  at  least  sent  out  of  the  London  di^- 
tuct  [n  addition  to  a  vanety  of  ciime^"  and  niegulauties,  thty 
wie  actively  employed  in  crimping  for  other  coips,  and  particu- 
3arlv  foi  the  Additional  Fotce  The  impositions  tiai.sacted  upon 
the  public  by  them,  weie  such  as  to  call  loudlv  forrediess,  and 
"he  thought  the  severest  punishment  which  could  be  inflicted  Aipou 
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the^  was,  that  they  should  be  depuved  of  their  pny  and  emolu- 
ments a.i  Serjeants  Although  .trie  lemonstiances  from  ft  eland,' 
respecting  the  abominable  transactions  carried  on  theie  by  tins 
levy,  did  not  succeed  in  getting  it  discontinued  ,  jet,  after  this 
letter  fiorn  Geueiat  Whitelocke,  inclosing  so  stiong  a  complaint 
from  the-Inspectoi  ofReciuits  in  London,  it  became  necessaiy  to 
stop  a  levy  which  was  evidenth  doing  a  gieat  deal  of  mischief,  but 
which  got  no  men  -In  putting  a  stop,  howevei,  to  this  levy, 
veiy  rqild  and  gentle  language  was  used  bv  the  Duke  of-Yoik.  In- 
stead of.  expi  essrag  his  stiong  displeasure  at  the  way  it  was  con- 
ducted, he  only  mentioned  that  it  was  not  by  any  means  so  pro- 
ductive as  might  have  been  expected  Could  any  man  on  eaith 
believe  that  this  extiaordinaiy  mildness  to  a  body  who  had  so 
giosslv  misconducted  themselves  could  be  owing  to  any  thing  el«e, 
but  that  this  body  of  men  was  supposed  to  be  under  the  especial 
pio'ection  of  the  Duke's  mistress  >  He  would  ask  was  theie  a  man 
in  the  countn,  or  at  least  was  there  a  sokhei  who  had  sei \td,  that 
could  suppose  that  such  language  was  propel,  when  such  shameful, 
such  disgiaceful  tiansactions  had  come  to  the  knowledge  of  the 
Commander  in  Chief 5  No,  this  levy  ought  to  have  been  dis- 
missed with  tliat  disgrace,  which  then  conduct  deceived  Who 
would  have  supposed,  that  after  the  Commandei  in  Chief  had  or- 
dered the  levy  to  be  discontinued,  those  men  would  have  con  tinued 
to  write  to  him  a«am  upou  the  subject  f  Ne-vertheless,  in  foui  or 
five  dajs  aftei,  they  did  write,  and  propose  other  modifications  of 
the  lettei  of  service,  they  seemed  to  think  that  they  had  a  n^ht  to 
apply  for  any  thing  This  lettei  received  a  veiy  mild  answei  fiom 
Colonel  Goidon,  merely  informing  them  "  that  his  Royal  High- 
ness could  not  give  any  fat  thei  encouiagement  to  the  prosecution 
ot  a  levy  which  had  tuined  out  so  unpioductive  to  the  service" 
Considering  these  documents,  he  could  no*  have  a  doubt  in  his 
mind,  but  that  the  DuLeof  Yoik  gave  encouragement  to  this  levy,> 
at  a  time  that  he  knew  it  to  be  unpioductive  of  any  advantage  to 
the  countiy,  and.  in  the  highest  degiee  buithe'nsome  and  oppressive 
The  levy,  howevei,  was  pationised  by  his  mistiess ,  it  put  money 
into  her  pocket  Although  it  appealed,  on  a  calculation,  that  for 
eveiy  guinea  which  Mis,  Claike  gamed  by  it,  the  country  lost 
eighty  guujeas  A  moie  destiuctive  system  than  this  "was  ceitamly 
never  peiimtted  to  exist  If,  atter  the  evidence  which  had  been 
given- ot>  tltis  part  of 'the  case,  any  Membei  of  the  House  could  say 
that  the-Dukeof  Yoik  .was  not  convicted  of  being  dnectly  a  party 
to  thw  transaction,  he  could  not  conceive  that  theie  was  any  evi- 
dence upon  eaith  which  could  convince  such  a  person. 

MAJOR  TOKVS's  CASE. 

The'Hbtiou'rable  Member  next  proceeded  to  the  case  of  Major 
Tonyn 
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«  Captain  Sandon  had  stated  the  agreement  to  pay  Mrs  Claijce  fwehun- 
"dred  pounds  on  Captain  Tonya's  -promotion  to  a  Majonty  being  Ga- 
"  zeittd,  and  Donovan  produced  a  memoiandum  of  that  sum  having  been 
"  lodged  m  the  hands  of  a  ganker.  Captain  Sandon  stated  that  Captain 
"  Tonvn  began  to  be  out  of  humour  on  account  of  the  delay,  and  to 
"  threaten  to  take  back  Ins  money  Hecommumcated  his  dissatisfaction  to 
"Mis  Clarke,  who  called  him  a  shabby  fellow,  and  that  he  hid  bettu 

wait  That  he  consented  to  wait  for  a  week  or  two  longei  Captain 
«  Sandon  repoited  this  to  Mrs  Clarke,  and  Majoi  Tonyn  was  Gazetted 
"  on  the  Saturday  or  Tuesday  following  Mrs  Clarke's  evidence  went  to 
«  this,  that  she  recommended  Ma,or  Tonyn  to  the  Commander  in  Chief,' 
"that  he  was  prSmoted  through  her  means,  and  that  she  leceiyed  five 
"  hundred  pounds  on  that  account     In  this  she  was  couoborated  by  San- 

don,  who  proved  that  the  money  waspa.d,  and  Major  Tonyn  promoted 
"  Also  that  he  had  shewn  to  Major  Uouyn,  a  note  horn  the  Duke  of 
"  YoU(,  by  which  lie  was  induced,  to  wait  The  Honourable  Member  then 
"  proceeded  to  read  the  written  evidence  on  tins  point,  consisting  prmci- 
"  pally  of  letters  trom  Mis  Clarke  to  Sandon  In  one  she  stated,  that  she 
«  had  mentioned  Tonyn  to  the  Dilke,  and  that  he  was  perfectly  agieeable. 
«  In  anothti,  that  ihe  Duke  told  he),  he  was  so  busy  with  the  revuws  on' 
"  the  Coast,  that  Major  Tonyn  could  not  be  made  for  a  month  He 
"  actually  was  not  made  for  upwards  of  thiee  Weeks,  ai  d  the  leviews  of 
"the  Coast  weie  going  on  at  that  time  In  another,  she  tells  Captain 
«  Sandon  that  neither  General  Tonyn  nor  his  son  have  any  influence  with 
"  the  Duke  That  his  Ro\al  Highness  had  ordered  the  Major  to  be  Ga- 
"  zelted,  but  that  it  was  entirely  owing  to  hei  *  The  Duke  a'sp  told  her 
"  of  other  applications  which  weie  making  at  the  same  time,  which  she  ie,- 
"  lated,  and  wh.ch  shewed,  as  the  Honouiable  Gentleman  argued,  that. 
"  she  had  dail-v  communications  on  mihtaiy  subjects  with  the  Commander 
"  in  Chief  From  another  letter  it  appealed  that  (here  was  some  objection 
"  to  Tcnyn's  appointment  There  was  no  doubt  a  regulai  official  recom- 
"mendation,  but  this  was  a  cnciimstanee,  ot  which,  at  all  times,  Mrs 
"  Clarke  was  perfectly  aware  'She  said  she  told  the  Commander  in  Chief 
"  she  was  to  have  a  pecuniary  eons  deration  Sandon  states,  that  Tonyn 
"was  Gazetted  on  the  Tuesday  following;  and  it  was  hardly  possible  to 
"  figure  that  it  was  not  through  her  means  " 

There  was  not  to'his  (Colonel  Watdte's)  mind  a  moi  e  crm\  inctng 
•proof  tban  the  few  woids  contained  in  the  note  addi  essed  to  Geoi  »e 
Faiouhar,  Esq.  of  the  pmity  of  the  Duke  of  Yoik  to  the  whole 
ttansaction.  It  had  beep  stiongly  urged  that  Mrs- Claike had  foiled 
this  note,  bttt,  it  this  had  been  the  case,  sbecould  neret  ha*e 
thouiht  of  unnecessarily  involving  heiseif  by  dneclingto  Geoige 
Farquhar  a  note  to  be  shewn  to  Majot  Tonyn  He  could  know  no- 
thin"-  of  the  name  of  Geoige  Faiquhat  It  would  have  been  moie 
natwal,  when  written  for  the  express  put  pose  of  convincing  Major 
Tontn,  that  she  had  some  powei  ovei  the  Duke^of  York,  that  the 
card  should  have  been  addi  essed  to  herself  The  eticumstanee, 
however,  of  its  being  addressed  to  George  Faiquhar,  rn,usi  connnoe 

♦  Mrs  Clarke. 
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any  man  that  it  was  the  Commander  in  Chief s  own  writing  Tt 
■was  to  be-obseived,  if  Captain  JSandon  was,  if  not  hostile  to  the 
present  enquiiy,  at  least  not  fiiendly  to  it  butMrs  Claikedidnot 
seem  to'haye  been  at  all  cautious  as  to  the  entrusting  this  note  to 
Captain  Sandon,  which  she  would  assuredly  not  have  done  had  it 
been  a  forgery.  How  then  could  she  have  induced'  the  Commander 
in  Chief  to,  wiite  such  a  note  as  fins,  but  by  the  very  statement, 
that  hisnpt  doing  so  would  occasion  to  hei  a  loss  of  five  hundicd 
pounds ,  as  without  sue  h  a  note  she  could  not  deter  Majot  Tonyn 
ijorn  withdtawmg,  out  of  his  banket  s,  the  fne  hundred  pounds 
A\J)iph»}ie>had  placed"  thei e,  to  be  paid  ovei  to  hei,  on  being  Oa- 
^etted,  'Ttris  was  the  five. hundred  pounds  to  which  he  had  before 
allu'de'd,  as  being  paid  over  by  Mrs.  Clarke  to  Bnkett,  inj)art  pay- 
ment of  a  sei  vice  of  plate,  the  balance  of  which  was  settled  by  bills 
of  his  lloyal  Highness. 

COLONEL  SlIAW's  CASE. 

The  next  case  was  that  of  .Colonel  Shaw,  in  whose  behalf  anap- 
pllcatjonthad  been* made  to  Mis.  Clarke  to  procuie  him  an  appoint- 
jnent  on  the  Staff 

"  MWblarfce's  evi'denre  went  to  th  s,  that  she  di*  recommend  Colonel 
«*  Sh^w'Wtbe^oih'mander  m  Chict  for,  thj-,  Staff  appointment,  and  pto- 
"  cuVed  it'for  him  That  thesum  to  be  paid  her  was  five  hundred  poundi, 
,fbtot  that  thfee  hundred  pounds  only  Were  paid ;  and  that  not  having  re- 
*'  Cefv#d  the  remaining'  two*  hundred  pounds  she  complained  to  the  Com- 
l'<  mawderan.  Chief," who  stated  that  he  wopld  put  him  Ou  half-pay  Mr 
'•'  Ohailes  Straw  cowoboi'ited  the  fact  as  to  the  payment  of  the  three  hun- 
dred: pounds,.,  but  denied  that  it  had  been  made  in  consequence  of  th» 
"^agreement  alluded  (so  by  Mrs  Clarke  The  written  documents  were, 
"first,  a>  recommendatoiy  letter  from  Sir  H  Burrard  in  favour  of  Major 

Shaw — the  answer  to  which  was — He  must  join  his  regiment  The  2d, 
"A  letter from  Sir  H.  Burrard  in  favour  of  Maior  SHaw,  stafing,  that  he 
"  had  found  a  Major  of  the  39th  eager  to  go  to  Ceylon,  but  that  he,  was 
"  hmlself  preparing,  as  fast  as  he  could,  however  distressing  it  was  to  him. 
"  The  answer  of  Colonel  Gordon  Was,  that  having  twice  mentioned  his 
*  name  and  Wishes  to  the  Commander  in  Chief,  he  oulcfnot  a?ain  ven- 

ture  to  do  it.  In  'he  next  application  all  hops  of  exchange  is  given  up, 
"  and  an  application  is  made  for  leave  ot  absence  on  account  of  ill  health. 

This  is  agieed  tc>  but  wnh  a  hint  that  if  *«s  health  be  bad,  Major  Shaw 
"  hid  belter  letire  on  half  pay.  The  nettapphcation  sta*#EJ  the  great  en;- 
"  pence  ot  g«m<»  on  foreign  service,  and  the  answer  was,  that  he  must 
"  |oui  his  regirt  ent  by  the  fn  st  conveyance  These  all  went  to  the  fact^ 
"  that  even  undei.the  pressure  of  misfortune,  he  could  neither  get  promo- 
"-tion  nor  exchange  The  a.sistance  of  hn  Harry  titinard  for  either  of 
"  those  pui  po-eswas  inadequate,  his  interest,  and  that  of  General  Archer, 
"  were  iinuffic  lent  to  accomplish  ejthcr     The  last  application  from  Sir 

Hafiy  Btuiard  asks  neither  promotion  nor  exchange  Then  followfs  a 
"lettei,  gratefully  accepting  for  Major  Shaw,  the  situation  of  Barrack 
"  Master  General  of  the  Cape  of  Good  Hope,  but  without  one  woid  of  half 
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WbeiMt  was  considered  that  an  officer  who  had  such  high  mili- 
tary recommendations,  had  been  applying  for  years  without  being 
able  to  obtain  the  slightest  boon,  but  that  as  soon  as  he  applied  to 
Mrs  Clarke,  he  got  a  much  higher  promotion  than  ever  he  ex- 
pected, namely,  a  lucrative  appointment  joined  to  the  rank  of 
Lieutenant  Colonel ,  "could  an\  man  doubt  that  this  was  obtained 
thion°h  the  influence  of  Mrs  Clarke,  on  account  of  the  pecuniary 
consideration  offeied  to  hei  >  Oi  could  any  man  doubt,  but  that 
the  reason  the  Duke  of  York  piefened  her  recommendation  to  that 
of  Sir  JHairy  Bunaid  and  Colonel  Clinton,  was,  that  be  knew  she 
received  money  in  consideration  of  the  appointment  When  the 
House  was  considering  the  possibility  and  piobability  of  Mis  Claike 
ha<ing  gamed  this  appointment,  lie  begged  tfiey  would  beai  in 
mind  those  paits  of  the  letters  of  his  Ro}aI  Highness,  which  related 
to  General  Clavenng  and  Dr  O  Meara,  and  which  proved  that  the 
Dukedid  mteifeiefoi  otheis  at  the  lecommendation  of  Mrs  Clarke, 
not  only  in  military  appointments,  but  even  in  chuich  preferments. 
In  the  case  of  Major  Shaw,  that  officei  never  doubled,  but  that  it 
was  to  Mrs  Clarke  he  owed  his  piomotion,  and  appeared  to  consi- 
dei,  that  it  was  to  hei  only  that  it  was  to  be  atti  touted  that  lie  had 
been  put  on  the  half- pay  ,  at  least,  he  considered  that  shetwas  the 
only  pei son  who  could  have  influence  to  get  htm  le'sfored  to  full 
pay  In  his  letter  to  Mis  Claike,  "  he  hoped  she  would  pardon  his 
intrusion,  m  consideiation  of  the  serious  injury  of  which  he  had'to 
complain.  He  stated,  that  his  being  reduced  to  half-pay,  was  quite 
<ontiary  to.the  custom  of  the  atmy,  and  instanced  the  cases  of 
Lieutenant-Colonels  Cary,  Vesey,  ancTBiwdlevy  who  had  held 
similar  employments  to  that  which  he  had  been  appointed  to  He 
believe.!  he  had  been  the  only  officer  uho  had  been  so  fie?ted,  and 
it  would  gticve  him  moie  to  have  the  ityui  y  Mine  f,  om  such  hands , 
he  hoped  the  penod  might  amve,  thd*  would  shew,  that  he  was 
not  undeserving  ofber  J/a\oui  Independent  of  the  present  moi  ti- 
lication,  he  felt  that  his  prospects  in  the  active  line  of  his  profes- 
sion weie  utteily  blasted  He  begged  leave  to  offei  to  1  emit  hei 
three  hundied  pounds  annually  of  his  appointment  5  and  be  hoped 
that  neither  he  noi  hii>  family  would  o*e  their  misfoi tunes  to  so 
iair  a  hand  " 

On  the  other  charges,  the  Honourable  Gcntler^ari  said  he  should 
trouble  the  House  veiy  shoitly. 

CASE  OF  MR   DOW  LEU 

*'  This  ftentleman  stated,  that  Mrs  Clarke  firit  si-esrested  to  him  that 
'*  slecoiild  piociiie  him  a  situation  <n  the  Commissary  Department,  that 
\"  he  had  never  mat'c  anv  application  10  any  other  person  for  his  appoint- 
"ment  tq  the  Cbmmt-sanat,  escept  VI rs  .Clarke.  He  sta'ed,  that  he 
"  kn«w  for  certain  thathis  father  made  n  >  application  on  the  subject  TKe 
"  circumstance  of  his  application  to  Mrs  Clarke  is  faither  conoborated  by 
"  the  testimonj  of  that  .vitness,  who  slates,  that  she  applied  to  the  DuKe 
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"  of  Yoik  for  the  apnomfmem,  and  that  he  informed  her,  that  he  had 
"been  obliged  to  speak  to  Mr  Lone;  fai  a  Mr  Manby,  whom  u  was  the 
"  wish  of  his  Royal  Highness  the  Pi  nice  of  Wales,  to  serve  It  appeals, 
**  however,  from  hvr  testimonv,  that  his  Ho\a\  Highness  M  apply  for 
"  Mr  Dowler,  ana  both  Mr  Long  and  Mr  Sturges  Bourne  say,  Itwt 
M  though  thev  ran  find  no  recommendation  of  Mr  Dowler  at  tins  Office, 
" \et  that,"  m  the  tontine  of  office,  he  must  have  been  generally  fecom- 
"  mended  Dowler  say-,  that  he  gave  Mis  Claike  one  thousand  pounds  for 
"  tins  apo  ntment,  and  Mis  Claike  acknowledges  having  received  u  " 

But  what  convincingly  proved,  in  his  opinion,  that  Mrs.  Claike 
must  have  had  communication  with  the  Pukeof  Yoik  on  this  sub- 
jcc  t,  was  hei  knowledge  of  the  e>>nveisation  that  took  place  between 
his  Royal  Highness  and  Mi,  Longielative  to  the  appointment,  and 
which  Mi  Long  acknowledges  to  have  taken  place,  pai  ticulai-ly 
■with  respect  to  Mi  Manby  1'iom what otbersourcewasMis  Claike 
likely  to  denve  this  mfoi m  mon,  if  not  fiom  the  Uuke  of  York, 
and  on  what  occasion,  it  not  that  of  applying  foi  Mr  Dowlei  >  But 
a  a;i eat  deal  nioie  passed  also,  it  appea,i<^in  conversation  lespectmg 
Mi  Manbv,  such  as  his  being  tecom  mended  by  the  Pi  inceot  Wales, 
and  the  necessity  of  having  him  piovided  foi ,  which  circutrotatices 
allagiee  with  the  facts,  and  which  it  was  impossible  Mrs  Claikt 
could  have  known,  unless  tbiough  his  Royal  Highness  tli^Duke  of 
Yoik,  w  Inch  goes  a  \  eiy  gieatway  to  coi  loboi  ate  for  testimonv  of 
haying  applied  foi  Mi  Dowler  On  a  compaiison,  theiefoie,  of 
all  the  circumstances  attending  this  case,  the  Honourable  Member 
concluded  that  hisRojalHighne^s  must  have  been  implicated  intbe 
tiansaction,  and  that  no- motive  could  be  assigned  foi  his  acting  so 
contianly  toother  motives,- and  mteiests,  without  supposing  hjs. 
knowledge  of  the  pecuniai  v  compliment  to  be  received  by  Mis. 
Clarke,  accoiding  to  the  evidence  of  4hat  witness 

CASE  OF  SAMUEL  CARTER. 

Mr  Waidle  recapitulated  the  evidence  on  this  subject- 

"  Mrs  Clarke  had  s'ated  that  Samuel  Carter  had  been  m  the  service  of 
"Mr  Sutton,  fiat  he  had  entered  hW  servce  1  ecommended  by  Captain 
"  Sutton,  m  which  he  continued  till  he  received  his  commission  ,  that  he 
"  was  Known  to  tha  Duke,  and  in  the  habit  of»waiting  on  her  and  the  Duke 
"  at  table  with  the  other  sen  ants  " 

•  With  thisevtdenceofMis  Clarke  the  testimony  of  othet  witnesses 
corresponded. 

"It had  been  farther  stated  also  in  evidence,  that  in  December  i8qt, 
"Samuel  Carter  had,,been  recommended  to  the  Dukejpf  YoikS  office 
"by  Captain  Sutton,  and  on  this  r,ecomniei)datiQ i  it  fyA  fceen  attempted 
"to  account  fprhw  receiywg  his  cpmmisswn."  ' 

'  O  o  6  But 
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But  it  was  to  be  observed,  that  he  was  not  Gazetted  till  Maich 
1804,  and  that  on  the  face  of  the  evidence  it  did  not  appeal  that 
any  other  application  had  been  made  foi  him  during  that  period,  01 
that  the  ♦rigmal  application  had  been  followed  up  bv  an)  subse- 
quent attempt  to  acceleiate  the  object  which  was  usual  in  such 
cases  On  the  contiary,  it  appealed  that  no  application  of  any 
Kind  had  been  made  dunng  that  pei  od,  and  it  was  to  be  believed 
that  a  Commission  was  to  be  !>iatmtously  bestowed  without  any 
faithet  enqumV  at  a  distance  of  above  two  \ears  and  a  half  tiom 
the  application,  which  bad  been  leceiv  (  d  w  ith  no  pai  tyulai  mai  ks 
'of  encouragement,  and  which  indeed,  had  appealed  so  hopeless, 
"that  tbe<app]icdti«n  had  never  been  teneved  How  could  n  be 
"known  at  the  Hoise  Guards  that  such  a  man  was  alive,  or  that  he 
'was  not,  after  such  a  lapse  of  time,  othei  wise  disposed  of  Oftbese 
circumstances  thcie  was  no  ivav  of  know  in^but  thiough  Gloncestei 
'Vlace,  supposing  that  the  nece'>«aiy  emmiries  weie  ically  made  at 
■Hie  Hoise  Guards,  which,  howevei,  did  not  appear  to  have  been 
'fhe  Case  ,  How  then  are  we  to  account  foi  this  voung  man's  having 
received  his  commission',  but  thiough  Mjs  Claike  1  And  how  can 
■we  imagine  it  possible  that  the  Duke  of  Yoik'  should  not  have 
■  iknown  the  person  on  whom  the  commission  w"as  bestowed,  and  his- 
situation  at  the  establishment  of  Gloutotei  Place,  since  it  was 
pi  oved  by  a  vai  lety  of  ev  idencc  that  he  was  in  the  habit  of  attending 
Ins  Ttoyal  Highness  at  table,  and  known  to  him  veil  by  name' 
This  probability  must  be  still  fat  thpi  conoboiated  by  his  Rnval 
Higbness's  own  letters  \\  hen  we  see  the  familwnt)  with  which 
he  corresponds  with  Mis  Clarle  on  mititaiv  and  othei  sunjects  in 
the  ca.se  Colonel  Clavenrig  and  Bi^O'Meaia,'it  is  hard  to  say  wber» 
he  Would  stop  They  could  ntti lbute,  therefoie,  the  commission 
•ctneato  this  joung  man  to  no  othei  cause  than  the  influence  of 
Mrs  Clarke.  '  * 

MAJOB  TURNER. 

The  next  case  be  should  allude  to  was  that  of  Majoi  Turner,  of  th* 
Sd  Dragoons'  It  was  admitted  in  evidence  bv  Colonel  Goi don 
himself,  that  the  proposal  of  selling  out  by  that  Officei  had  been 
rejected,  in  consequence  of  his  Royal, Highness, having  received  a 
letter  fiom»a  Mils.  Sinclan,  a  woman  of  very  mdifleient  repute 
The  famiiiaaty  subsisting' between  this  woman  and  bis  Royal 
Highness  bad  been  proved  by  Ml  Gieenwood,  which  was  to  be 
Jaken  intp  their  consideration  m  weighing  the  value  of  this  singu- 
lar interference  TheJGolorieb  of 'the  regiment,  a  Genera}  of  re- 
spectability, as  well  as  the  Lieutenant-Colonel,  contiadicted  th-is 
lettei,  and  stave  testimony  to  the  chaiacter  and  meiits  of  Major 
TurneU  Which  it  indent  wave-  been>sup-posed  'should  have  satisfied 
ttie  scfupWs  t}f  his  Royal  Highness ,  but  this-contiadiction,  was  not 
»n0ti«h  'for,'  the  CommanderinJChu?f,  and  farther  inquiries  were 
stated'to  be  aeecssaiy.  'ir-ha4!beenc$aid,  that  even  an  anonymous 

•  '  '  J  'letter 
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lettei  in  such  a  case  as  this  would  have  been  attended  to,  but  he 
thought  it  neces^aiy  toiemaik,  tliat  this.  Icttei  and  an  anonymous 
one. were  veiy  difteient  indeed  An  anon\ mous  lettei  might  con- 
tain impoitant  mfoimation  that  requned  investigation  ,  but  a  lettei 
iiom  such  omaa  as  this,  impeaching  the  character  of  an  Oihoei  of 
lespectdhility  and  honour,  contiadicted  inthejuost  ample  mannei 
by  the  C  ommauding  Officei  of  the  le-giment,  and  containing  no 
lufoimation  that  his  Royal  Highness  was  entitled  to  act  upon,  ought 
not  ceitamly  to  have  been  entertained  toi  a  moment  i  he  faither 
enqun  ies,  howevei,  respecting thisOflicei  aie  acknowledged  to  have 
doire  honoui  to  his*  chaiactei,  and  he  must  maintain,  that  in  the 
same  degiee  thej>  did  honoui  to  that  Officer,  thev  icllected  igno- 
miny and  disgrace  on  the  peisons  mating  the  enquuie*,  and  fann- 
ing a  paity  in  this  business,  knowing,  as  they  did,  the  peison  from 
whom  tht  11  mfoimation  came  As  to  the  ewe  of  Robert  Kennett, 
and  his  connection  .vith  the  agents  of  the  Duke  (  f  \  oik,  under  the 
idea  that  that  pel  son  would  be  able  to  lend  to  hisRoval  Highness  a 
sum  of  money,  it  was  a  maHci  which,  although  in  itself  impiopei, 

upon  which  he  should  not  dwell  "  1  have  now,  said  he,  peibaps 

tioubled  the  House  too  long  I  have  only  to  state,  that  [  have  put 
my  seutinients  into  the  form  of  an  addiess  to  Ins  Majesty,  which  I 
shall  conclude  with  moving  in  tji.sllon-e — I  thought  it  justice  to 
th^  House — 1  thought  if  justice  t'o  the  Duke  of  Yoik — I  thought  it 
justice  to  myself,  to  state  distinctly,  and  without  disguisev  my  lea! 
sentiments  fn,  tins  lmpoi  tant  subject  I  have  (  ndeavoui  edr_  Sir, 
to^do  so  with  all  tlie  delicacy  which  is  due  to  His  Majesty,  both  as 
the  Sovereignof  this  countn,  and  ine  Father  of  the  Duke  of  Y'oi'k. 
1  should  be  the  last  man  in  this  counti  v  who  would  hurt  the  mind 
©fan  lllustnous  Soveieign  but  on  this  occasion,  I  have  nochoiee. 
1  have  to  the  best  of  my  judgment,  and  to  the  utmost  of  my  power, 
done  my  duty  The  country  will  decide  upon  the  conduct  of  the 
Commander  in  Chief— the  Couutry  will  decide  on  the  conduct  of 
this  House — thet^ountiy  will  decide  upon  my  conduct— and  to  the 
decision  of  my  Country  I  chearfully  submit.    I  now  move,  Sn, 

"  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to  his  Majesty,  humb'y  stating 
*'  to  his  Majesty,  that  information  lias  been  communicated  to  this  House, 
"  and  evidence  produced  to  support  it,  of  variou's  corrupt  practices  and 
"  other  abuses  having  prevailed  for  some  years  past,  hi  the  disposal  pf 
**  Commissions  and  Promotions  m  his  Majesty's  Land  Forces — that  Ins 
"  Majesty's  faithful  Commons,  according  to  the  duly  by  which  they  are 
"  bound  to  his  Majesty  and  to  their  Constituents,  have  caiefully  examined 
"anto  the  truth  jf  sundry  transactions  which  have  been  brought  before 
"  them,  m  proof  of  such  corrupt  practices  and  abuses,  and  that  it  is  with 
"'the  utmost  concern  and  astojusnment  his  Majesty's  faithful  Commons 

"  fit.d 
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"  find  themselves  obliged,  most  humbly,  to  inform  his  Majesty,  that  the 
"  result  of  their  diligent  inquiries  into  the-fac's,  by  the  examination  o!  (lie 
^  persons  concerned,  together  wuh  other  u  rtijeises,  and  a  vanity  of  do- 
cuments, lias  been  such  as  to  satisfy  1  is  laithlu)  Commons,  that  the  e\- 
"  ittenceot  such  coriupt  piacicesaijd  abuses  i^  substantially  true 

Thathrs  MjjeslyS  faithiul  Commons  aie  resumed  by  motives  of  per- 
,!  sonal  ie9pcct  and  attachment  to  his  Majtsty,  from  entering  into  a  detail 
"  of  these  transactions,  being  convinced  that  they  could  not  be  stated  with- 
"  outexciting  themost  painful  sedations  of  grief  and  indignation  in  the 
"breast  of  his  Majesty.  That  the  proceedings  of  his  Majesly'»  faithful 
41  Commons  upon  th's  important  subject  have  been  public,  and  the  evi- 
dence brought  before  them  is  recorded  in  the  pioceedmgs  of  Parliament ; 

and  that  they  trust  his  Ma.esty  will  give  than  ciedit,  when  they  assuie 
"  his  Majesty,  that  in  the  execution  of  this  painful  du.y  they  hate  pio- 
"  ceeded  wi'hall  due  dehbeiatioi, :  That 'without  entering  into  any  other 
«  of  the  many  obuoui  consequences  w  >ich  may  be  expected  to  fuilov, 
"from  the-  belief  dnce -general  y  established,  of  the  prciaknce  nf  s'.ch 
"  abuses  in  the  Mihtaiy  Department,  there  is  cue  g.-tat  and  es^'ntul  ccn- 
«  sid.-ruion  inseparable  from  the  piesent  s.  bject,  winch  t,,ey  humbly  bej; 
"  leave,  m  a  mdie  paiticnlar  mannei,  to  subm.t  to  hh  Majesty's  gracious 
"  censifteiauon,  namely,  that  If  an  opinion  snould  prevail  amongst  fuv 
«  Majesty's  Land  Foices,  that  promotion  may  be  obtained  by  other  means 
"  thai)  by  merit  and  seivice — by  means  at  onceurjust  to  the  Army  and 
"  disgraceful  to  the  authority  placed  ovei  it,  the  effect  of  such  an  opinion, 
"•must  necessarily  be,  to  wound  the  feelings  and  abate  the  zeal  of  all  lanks 
"  and  descriptions  of  his  Majesty's  Aimy 

"  That  it  is  the  opinion  of  this  House,  that  the  abuses  which  they  have 
«  thus  most  humbly  represented  to  hi.,  Majesty,  could  "not  have  prevailed 
"  to  the  extent  ill  which  they  had  been  proved  to  exist,  withoutthe  know. 
"  ledge  of -ihe  Commandei  in  Chief,  and  that  eve >i  if,  upon  any  principle 
'*  of  reason  or  probability,  it  could  be  ptesurned  that  abuses  50  various  and 
"so  long  continued  could,  in  fact,  have  prevailed  without  Ins  knowledge, 
"  such  a  piesumption  in  his-favour  would  not  warrant  the  conclusion,  tnat 
«  the  command  of  the  Army  could,  with  safety,  or  ough',  m  prudence,  to 
"  be  continued  111  his  hand's.  - 

«  That  on  these  grounds  and  principles  Ins  Majesty's  faithful  Commons 
«« most  humbly  submit  ttiwr  opinion  to  his  Majesty's  gracious  considera- 

"  tiorij 
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"  tion,  tkat'hii  Rsyal  Highness  the  Duke  of  York  ought  to  be  deprived  of 

"  tlie  Command  of  the  Army  "  ' 

(i  ( 

"Lord  Folkstone  seconded  the  motion ,  which  being  read  fiom 
the  Chair  - 

Mr.  Burton  lose  Sensible,  he  said,  of  the  great  importance 
t.f  the  enquiry  that  had  lately  taken  place  jn  the  Committee  of  the 
whole  Home,  both  as  the  question  was  closely  connected  with,  the 
best  interests  of  the  country,  and  with  those  of  the  lllustnous  and 
distinguished  individual  at  the  head  of  the  aimy,  he  had  thought 
it  his  duty,  m  its  piogress  through  the  House,  to  bestow  upon  it 
his  utmost  attention  He  conceived  that  be  stood  in  a  situation 
that  peculiarly  qualified  him  to  give  on  this  subject  the  most  im- 
paitial  judgment,  at  least  that  enabled  him  to  view  it  in  all  its  parts 
without  pi  eposscvion  or  piejudice,  being  wholly  ui  connected 
with  the  Duke  of  Yoik,  having  ne\ei  jeceived  any  favoui  tiom  him 
himself,  and  having  no  friend  or  iclative  in  the  aimy  tLat  could 
create  anv  expectations  ot  favoui  m  that  quai  tei  Had  he  any  pie- 
possessions,  indeed,  they  must  ratliei  be  on  the  side  of  the  accuser 
than  of  the  accused  The  Honourable  Menjbei  \\h0b3J  mtio- 
duced  this  enquin,  and  who  might  theiefoie  be  consi£K"K,d  aa  the 
accuser,  he  had  known  foi  these  twenty  yea's,  and  antei Mined  the 
highest  respect  foi  his  chaiactei  -  He  had  hequent  occasion  to  ad- 
miie  bis  mi'itaiy  ta'ents,  and  paiticulaily  m  Iieland,  when  he 
distinguished  himself  not  a  little  in  conti  ibuting  to  put  down  at  the 
head  of  the  gallant  regiment  in  which  he  sreved,  the  dangeious 
commotions  that  pi  evaded  not  long  sinc<^  on  'that  countiy.  If, 
rherefoie,  ,he  could  accuse  himself  pf  haxjng  any  bias,  it  was  not 
in  favour  of  the  person  accused,  wniio,  Lke  others',  jieradoply 
,  listened  too  much  to  the  opinion  that  vas  propagated  out  of  doacs 
Ele  had  determined,  howeiei,  to  preet  this  investigation 'with 
the  greatest  coolness,  and  as  if  sitting  in  the  Coui  t  in  w  hicli  he  had 
the  honoui  to  preside,  111  atase  whe'ctbe  meanest  subject  was  ac- 
cused Foi  this  purpose  he  had  closely  attended  to  the  evidence 
laid  before  the  House  m  the  covu^e  of  the  enquuv  befoi9  the  Com- 
mittee, ai  d  obsci\ed  all  the  circumstances  attending  the  several 
witnesses,  as  well  as  a  peison  111  his  peculiai  situation  (being  blind) 
could  do  He  had  besides  heaid  all  the  evidence  lead  »iijce 't  was 
delivered  at  the  Bai  and  the  moie  impoitant  paits  of  it  nioie  than 
once  This  he  believed,  111  a  case  encumbcjed  LLe  the  piosentj  to 
be  the  only  way  ofanmng  at  the  truth 

In  contemplating  the  evidence,  as  it  was  now  pusenfed  t'i  them, 
ltwas  necessaiy  to  put  the  sinful  paitofthe  mestioii  emiijelj  outof 
view  Howevei  much  he  might  lament  that  his  Royal  Highness 
should  bae  bad  aiij,  ccnnection  with  a  woman  of  this  (haiacter, 
he  contended  that  it  was  neither  a  subject  for  thcii  discission  1101 
decision,  and  it, was  then  .duty  to  take  c,ue,-fioiv>  tin-  place  they 
o<  cupied,  that  while  tUes  consideied  the  sin  acainst  the  public,  tU  y 
«tid  not  blend  with  it  any  considerations  iiorn  tlie  sui  that  appeared 
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1b  this  ca?^  against  God  They  h'ad  ontjf  ib  do /wftrrthe'  coTrdnV'f: 
of  the  Duke  of  Yoik  as  It  i  elated  to  thedaws-of  the  count*}*  Thank 
God,  it  was  not  then  piovmce  to  judge  of  the.bieach  of  mairage 
Vdws,  nor  to inteifere  10  demesne duties  Hcwas  -no'advsKWte  for 
ntentiousness  of  pnvate  cbaiacter,  oj  foi  depravity m  private  life"  , 
bnt'lt  was  not' then  piovince  to  judge  on  these 'grounds.  The 
Report  of  the  Committee  was  now  before  them,  and  they  ueie  not 
entitled  to  give'an  opinion  on  anv  othei  subject  than  those  lecom- 
rnended  to  the  attention  of  the  Committee  The  recommendation 
given  to  the  Committee  1  elated  only  to  promotions' and  exchanges 
inibe  aimy,  he  would  therefore  dlsx<aid  fiom  the  present  discussion 
evei  j"  other  subject,  and  even  though  evidence  should  be  ailedged 
to  bear  on  othei  abuses,  these  could  not  now- come  legulaily  be- 
fote  them,  riot  being  the  professed  object  of  enquny  lecoromended 
to  the  Committee 

He  m'ustalso,  he  contended,  to  form  a  fair  and  candid  Judgment 
ii>  this  case,  disencumbei  it  of  all  the  extianeous  mattei  which, 
in  other  respects,  had  been  adduced  by  evidence  at  She  Bar,  aii'd, 
confining  their  attention  to  lelevant Evidence  only,  sweep  awav  all 
sucl)  other  evidence  as  would  not  b»  received  m  any  Court  of  Jus- 
tice m,the  kingdorri.  It  might  be  said,  peihaps,  that  to  this  ex- 
traneous iflatter'and  inelevant  evidence  he  might  haveobjeeted  at 
the  tune  the  evidence  was  in  piogress  at  the  bar  but  he  contended 
they  ha'd  no  right,  dining  the  course  of  the  evidence,  to  confine  it 
to  any  particular  limits  01  to  any  legal  foi  ms,  the  object  then  being 
irierely  enquiry,  and  of  course  to  obtain  as  much  information  is 
possible  Now,  however,  that  the  House  was  in  the  exercise  (if 
its  judicial^  functions,  it  was  highly  necessaty  that  thev  should 
dlstiHguTsn'  Between  fhe  evidence  that  was  and  that  which  was 
Hot  to%e  legally  admitted.  They'had  theiefoie  two  things  to  do, 
to  'define  what  evidence  should  be  admitted,  and  to  seaich  out  that 
evidence  from  the  laigemassof  aggiegate  mattei  before  them. 
The  leason  he  did  not  mterfeie  in  the  thousand  questions  which, 
on,  the  ground  &f  evidence,  strictly  legal,  ought  not  to  have  been 
admitted,  was  for  the' purpose  of  discovenng  as  much  evidence  as 
possible,  to  enable  them  to  tiace  facts  to  then  fountain  head,  and 
to  ascertain  such  as  might  justly  be  received  in  any  Couit  of  Jns- 
tice'  This  selection  it\vas  nov»,"the  business  of  the  Houoe  to  nwkc, 
3nd  it  should  fiist  be  his  object  to  set  aside  all  hearsay  andsecond1- 
lurid  evidence 

-  Having  done  this,  he'shouW  think  it  next  his  duty  to  disencum-' 
ber  the  question  also  of  such  witnesses  as  would  not  be  ciedittd  ui 
any  court  whatever,  and  theiefo'e  must  eoritidei  what  witnesses 
are  to  be  regarded  m  the  light  of  accomplices,  and  vlyat  not  Of 
the  list  of  witnesses  pioduted  at  the  Bar,  consisting  of  seventv- 
elght,  the  greatei  part  weie  to  be-consideied  as  accomplices  with 
Mrs  Clarke,  the  pi rnctpal  actiess,  at  their  head.  One  of  the  fiist 
¥am  on  the  admission  of  accomplices  as  evidence  was,  that  their 
testimony  must  be  coiroboiated  not  only  by  unimpeaehed  wrt- 
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nesses,  but  also  hi  {he  cucu instances  that  attach  crtme1  to  the  person 
accused  On  this  sublet  his  Learned  Bj-ethi  en  weald,  he  more 
able  thatt  himself  to  mfoim.  them,  bat  from  the  experience  of 
twenty  ^eaishe  appiehendedthis  to  be'thecase  GoodJEod  !  ex* 
claimed  the  Learned  and  Honourable.  Member,  weie-it  otherwise, 
the  lives  and  foi  tunes  of  the  best  and- most  upright  men  would  bS 
at  the  rheicy,  and  in  the  powei  of  theabandoiied  and  snast  iprofli-. 
gate  The  cnme  must  not  only  be  proved  to  exist,  it  roust  also 
be  brought  home  to' the  person  accused,  >  He  had  witnessed  anany 
instances  wbeie  an  accomplice  could  tell  his  story  witfcevery  ap- 
peaiance  of  consistency,  and'  he  had  seen  it  coiroboiated  ire  every 
othei  circumstance  but  the  very  essential  one  of.  attaching  the 
guilt  to  the  particulai  person  m  question  Bat  if  it  should  fiwtber 
appeal  that  the  accomplice,  thus  circumstanced,  should  contra- 
dict himself,  if  otheis  also  should  contradict  him,  his  evidencs 
certainly  would  n6t  be  admissible  in  any  Couit  of-Justice»  and 
no  judgment  could  be  formed  upon  it  Such  exactly  was  the  case 
with  the  pi mcipal  witnesses  on  this  occasion  With  respect  to 
Captain  Saridon,  the  House  had  given  then  most  decided  opinion 
m  committing  him  to  Newgate  for  gross  prevaucation  and  miscon- 
duct What  faith,  then,  could  be  given  to  his  testimony,  who 
was  a  conspicuous  accomplice,  though  he  did  not  attempt  to  attach 
the  guilt  to  the  pei  son  accused  ^  The  evidence  ot  Mi«.  Favorey 
must  be  considered  in  the  same  light,  when  they  recollected  that 
she  not  only  contradicted  heiself  ma  variety  ot  cucumstances, 
but  was  also  contiadicted  by  others  who  weie  unimpeachable  in 
their  chaiactei, 

"  She  s,ated  upon  her  first  examination,  that  Mr-  Ellis,  m  whose  service 
f*  she,  had  lived,  was  a  carpenter,  that  he  had  no  settled  residence — that  he 
"  to  >k  lodgings  from  place  to  place — that  'he  believed  him  to  be  dead  She 
"indeed  could  not  name  the  street  in  which  she  lived  with  him,  although 
*'  she  was  in  his  service  for  two  yeais  and  ttialf  She  did  not  go  into  the 
"  country  with  his  children  He  was  thing  from  one  place  to  another  in 
"  ordei  to  avoid  his  c  reeli'ors  " 

But  how  did  this  fact  tuin  out,  why  that  Mi  Slhs  was  a  respect- 
able cleigyman,  that  he  was  master  ot  the  Merchant  Tayloi's 
School,  that  fai  fiom  seeknu  to  scieen  himself  from  his  creditors, 
he  had  lesidedfoi  several  years  in  the  same  house,  that  Mrs  Favoiey 
had  gone  to  the  comitrv  with  his  childien,  and  thai  lie  had  never 
gone  to  any  othei  place  fiom  his  usual  lesidence  but  Brighton. 
The  circumstance  of  Mis  Claike  visiting  Mrs  havoiey  there,  and 
the  tatnihai  mannei  in  which  they  tieated  one  anothei,  according 
to  the  evidence  of  Mi  Rllis,  is  anothei  stiong  'iicumstance  against 
the  ci  edibility  both  of  Mrs  Claike  and  Mis,  Favorey  notto  mention 
the  feigned  nameundei  which  the  lattei  enteicd-that  Gentleman's 
service.  ' 

It  was  unnecessary,  indeed,  to  adduce  more  instances  of  fhe 
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same.matuie;  he  bad  made  otit  a  list  of  not  less,  than  fifteen  cir- 
cumstancea,.MJ<wliicli  this  woman  had  eithel  contradicted  heiself 
or  prevaricated,  and  which,  of  course,  would  rendei  her  evidence 
.inadmissible,  m.anv  Court  of  Justice  In  any,  Co  a  it,  he  would 
firmly  assert,,  that  a  Judge  would  trunk  himself  wanaated  in  draw- 
i«ghi&  penithrough  such  evidence 

With  respect  to  the  testimony  of  Mrs  Claike,  the  same  objec- 
tion was  not  less  obvious,  noi  her  credibility  le!*-excepti6nable 
He  had  in  his  pocket  a  list  of  twenty-eight  instances  in  which  she 
had,  been  convicted  of  falsehood,  either  by  conbadicting  heiself, 
or  by  being  contradicted  by  peisons  of  un impeached  credit,  and 
who  would  set  the  world  at  defiance,  rather  than  be  guilty  of  any 
breach  of  truth  All  these  instances  he  could  not  pietend  to  enu- 
roeiate  fiom  memoiy,  but  he  coutd  lefei  to  them  if  lequisile, 
and  the  result  of  his  consideiation  of  hei  testimony  was  a  complete 
cdovicfion  that  it  deseived  no  credit  Upon  hei  examination  01 
cross-examination,  nothing  could  be  obtained  that  was  likely  to 
make  against  her  hhe  had  no  knowledge  of  any  such  things  or 
she  could  not  recollect  Hei  memoiy  was  peculiai  ly  accommo- 
dating. When  interrogated,  whethei  she  had  geneially  le-piesented 
herself  as  single  01  niamedfor  paiticulai  pui  poses,  she  did  not  re- 
collect that  she  evei  did  state  that  she  was  a  widow,  but  once  at  a 
Cctuit-Maitial,  and  atanothei  time  foi  ajoke.  jet  proof  was  aftei- 
wards  offered  directh  contradicting  her  It  was  pioved,  upon  the 
evidence  of  Few,  that  she  gained  cieditfiom  him,  describing  her- 
selfasa  widow,  stating  also  that  her  husband  had  been  but  a  short 
time  dead  But  if  there  weie  gentlemen  indisposed  to  pay  anv  atter- 
tion  to  Few,  would  they  not  give  credit  to  Nicholls  to  whom  she 
stated,  that  she  had  been  a  widow  onlj  three  months  (Upon  a 
cry  of  hear,  hem,  the  leained  Gentleman  collected  himself,  and 
stated  thiee  years.)  Was  it  not  known,  in  fact,"  that  notwithstand- 
ing this  woman's  lepiescntation,  that  she  had  only  twice  said  she 
was  a  widow,  and  that  she  went  by  noothei  name  but  Clarke,  the 
reverse  was  the  case,  and  particulaily  in  the  instance  of  Dowlei , 
and  any  person  so  disposed  to  tnfle  with  evidence  as  to  reject  the 
allegation  of  tour  witnesses  upon  this  point  >  Did  she  uoi  go  by  the 
name  of  Dowlei  at  Hampstead  >  Nay,  did  it  not  appear  that  she 
described  herself,  although  living  separate,  as  actually  man  led  to 
that  man'  Did  she  not,  in  tact,  assume  different  charades  and 
capacities,  but,  above  all,  the  name  of  her  paiticulai  Dowlei  ' 
There  was  no  doubt,  the  ffonoui able  Membei  added,  , that  Dow- 
lei was  the  favounte,  as  appealed  also  fiom  the  evidence  of  M. 
Reid,  who  heaid  hot  called  Mls  Dowler,  and  answei  to  this  name 
Anhen  so  called,  and  *-dio  would  have  considered  it  as  a  disgiac 
to  his  House  to  have  admitted  them,  if  he  had  not  been  induced 
to  believe  that  they  were  married.  This,  cuciunstance  was  lar- 
thei  corroborated  by  the  evidence  of  the  waitei,  but  if  this  was  not 
enough  the  evidence  of  the  poiter  would  conoboiate  it  still  fai 
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ther,  who  introduced  her  undet  the  name  of  Mis.  Dowler,  and 
who  stated  that  she  did  not  appear  ashamed  of  it  Nay,  fat» 
ther,  he  had  carried  her  wme  to  Bedford-place,  addressed  to 
Mrs.  Dowler,  as  also  to  Westbourne-place  addiessed  in  the 
same  manner.  Had  he  a  prisoner  at  the  bar  in  the  predicament 
theaccused  was  in  thiscase,  he  should  feelrt  his  duty  to  im- 
press it  on  the  Jury,  before  coming  to  any  verdict,  to  lay  such 
evidence  as  that  given  by  Mrs.  CUrke  entirely  out  of  sight, 
every  principle  ofeqiuty  or  justice.  ° 

Having  thus  stripped  the  question  of  its  extraneous  matter, 
and  having  thrown  out  theexteptionableevidente,  he  proceed- 
ed next  to  the  consideration  of  the  facts  as  they  bore  upon  the 
person  accused  5  and  in  this  view  of  the  subject  the  evidence 
would  be  confined  within  a  very  nairow  compass.  It  was  not  his 
intention  to  go  into  the  mmutise,  that  he  should  leave  toother 
Gentlemen  of  bettei  memories,  and  better  qualified  thanhe  was 
from  possessing  that  blessing  of  which  he  was  deprived  ,  but 
he  bhould  entirely  lely  on  this  case,  in  which  it  was  attempt- 
ed to  connect  the  facts  alledged  with  his  Royal  Highness  the 
Duke  of  Yoik. 

The  exchange  of  Lieutenant  Colonel  Kpight  with  Lieu- 
tenant Colonel  Biooke  appeared,  from  Colonel  Gordon's 
evidence,  to  have  been  perfectly  regular  The  Duke  of 
York,  when  the  first  application  was  made  to  him,  said  it 
could  not  be  acceded  to.  Enquity  was  immediately  made  res- 
pecting the  character  of  Colonel  Biooke,  and  it  was  found  sa- 
tisfactory, and  the  exchange  was  appioved  of  It  appeared 
that  Mis.  Clarke  had  received  two  hundred  pounds  on  account 
of  that  promotion,  but  not  the  least  sludow  of  piobable  evi- 
dence had  been  adduced  to  shew  that  the  Duke  was  privy  to 
jt.  Mis.  Claike  said  that  \he  note  was  changed  with  his 
knowledge,  when  she  was  going  to  the  country;  but  had  she 
many  mannei  brought  a  knowledge  of  it  home  to  him  Mrs. 
Favery  who  was  to  have  proved  it,  failed  in  her  testimony" 
She  received  a  note,  which  she  gave  to  be  changed.  She  had 
it  thanged,  and  teturned  the  change,  and  that  was  all  she  knew 
about  it.  Could  any  one  say  that  a  knowledge  of  any  con  Apt 
agreement  had  thereby  been  brought  home  to  the  Duke  of 
York'  And  fui  ther,  1*  was  denied  by  Ludowick,  who  she  had- 
pretended  proem  ed  the  change. 

The  next  witness  was  Mr  Pierson,  who  on  lus  first  Bxammatipti  denied 
all  knowledge  of  having changed  any  note  foi  Mis  Clarkp,  undei  thecii- 
cumstanefs  which  had  been  mfntuned  On  his  second  exam  natiOB 
howevei,  headmnted  his  having  got  a  noti-  changed, by  the  couf  ctionei  foi 
Mrs.  Clarke,  and  having  1  etui ned  her  the  ihmge,  m  picsence  ofthe  Duke 
and  attributed  his.  want  of  recollection  upon  the  subject,  on  his  fn  3t  ex  * 
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■initiation,  to  a  violent  he.ul-aeh,  to  which  he  caid  he  was  fiequcmtly 
'table,  and  which  sometimes  depineJhim  oi  his  lecollectioii 

But  what  did  that  piove  '  Could  it  be  thence  inferred  that 
that  was  the  identical  note  Mrs  Clarke  received  fiom  Mr. 
Knight,  and  that  the  Duke  was  privy  to  her  having  received  it 
as  a  compliment  for  her  interfeience  with  him  lr.  favour  of 
Col  Knight'  Was  it  strange  to  hear  of  that  Lady  sending  any 
other  note  to  be  changed  than  the  one  in  question,  when  Gentle- 
men would  recollect  the  number  ofnotes  which  had  at  different 
times  been  given  her  by  the  Duke  '  Was  it  not  in  evidence 
that  Lodowick  had  repeatedly  taken  her  notes  from  the  ban- 
ker, and  what  reason  appealed  to  justify  the  conclusion  that 
the  note  exchanged  by  Person  was  not  one  of  those  notes,  and 
not  the  fruit  of  a  corrupt  bargain  with  Mr  Knight'  No  ad. 
mission  had  been  made  to  Pierson,  eithet  by  the  Duke  or 
Mrs.  Clarke  that  it  was  the  note  It  was  not  at  all  particular- 
ised, not  a  single  word,  or  even  a  significant  nod,  passed  be- 
tween the  parties  upon  the  occasion  The  evidence  upon  the 
whole,  in  his  opinion,  did  not  countenance  the  idea  that  the 
note  in  question  had  been  got  witli  the  pnvity  of  the  Duke, 
«r  changed  by  his  desne 

The  next  part  of  the  story  was  the  appointment  itself ,  and 
he  wished  to  call  the  attention  cf  the  House  pnticularly  to 
the  cucumstances  under  which  it  took  place.  Mi.  Wardle 
himself  had  said  that  Mrs.  Claikc  stated  the  application  of 
Di  Thynne  to  her  to  have  been  made  on  the  25th  of  July, 
but  the  official  documents  which  had  been  produced  from  the 
Wai  GfiiGe  manifested  that  an  application  on  that  day  could 
have  no  influence  upon  the  appointment,  for  by  the^e  papeis 
it  appealed  that  the  Duke  of  Ypik  had  determined  upon  it  on 
the  j2d,  two  days  before  the  application  to  Mrs  CUike,  and 
on  the  24th  it  had  been  tiansnutted  to  Weyn  iuth  toi  his 
Majesty's  appiobation,  when  it  was  impossible  for  the  Com- 
mandei  111  Chief  to  make  opposition  to  its  taking  place,  or  ac- 
celerating it  more  than  other  appointments  whic-h  were  sent 
foi  appi  obation  at  the  same  time.  These  facts  rested  upon 
the  evidenee  ot  Colonel  Goidon,  who  had  been  examined  at 
their  bai,  who  had  no  inteiest  m  what  he  had  said,  and  whose 
testimony  was  given  111  a  manner  which  excited  the  admira- 
tion of  the  House  Mi  Knight  had  also  positively  said  that 
Mis.  Clarke  required  the  transaction  should  be  kept  a  pro- 
found secret  from  the  Duke  of  York,  and  if  the  Duke  was 
privy  to  the  transaction,  where  was  the  occasion  foi  keeping 
it  a  seciet  from  him'  Mr.  Knight  was  asked  particularly 
vi  hether  she  had  not  de-sired  him  to  keep  it  a  seciet  from 
the  pubhc  !  to  which  he  answered,  that  the  public  had  never 
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been  mentioned,  but  that  Mis.  Clarke  had  told  him  that  if  the 
transaction  should  evei  come  to  the  Duke's  eai  s,  it  would 
piove  fatal  to  her. 
-  The  next  giound  of  accusation  Was  the  case  of  Captain 
Maling,  who  had  got  three  different  commissions  in  a  shoiter 
tune  than  other  officers  had,  who  had  been  longei  in  the  service. 
In  that  charge  no  coiruption  bid  been  asseited  to  ki've  taken 
place  ,  it  was  only  said,  that  undue  favoui  had  been  conientd 
upon  him.  The  charge  ongtnally  was,  that  lie  had  been 
appointed  an  linsign,  promoted  to  a  Lieutenancy,  and  made 
Capiain  without  having  evinced  aiy  rmlitaiy  ment  01  been 
employed  many  pai  ticular  service  ,  and  that  when  the  Honour- 
able Gentleman  was  making  his  otation  against  the  Commander 
in  Chief,  he  was  employed  at  the  desk  at  Mr.  Greenwood. 
He  (Mr  Buiton)  would  ask  the  House,  whether  the  appoint- 
ments, aftrr  the  evidence  had  been  gone  through,  appealed  to 
luve  been  impropeilv  bebtowed  >"  Geneial  Frasei.  an  officer 
of  no  insignificant  note,  had  twice  applied  to  h-we  him  for 
his  aid-de-camp,  and  that  citcumstance  ht  believed  to  imply 
some  degree  of  met  it,  and  which  would  entitle  him  to  promo- 
tion. Col  Wardle  had  said,  as  a  matter  of  sei  ions  accusation 
against  the  Puke  of  York,  that  Captun  Mahng  had  been  p\e- 
ferred  to  ofhceiswho  weie  his  supenois  ini?nk\nd  services; 
but  he  would  ask,Whethei  that  House  was  <  apable  of  deciding 
upon  the  merit  of  a  particular  officer,  and  whether  the  manage- 
ment of  military  affairs  did  not  iejt  entirely  with  the  Sove- 
reign' No  one  popular  advocate  had  ever  yet  ma.n'ained 
that  military  promotions  should  be  disposed  of  accoidmg 
to  the  will  of  the  House  of  Commons,  01  that  the  House 
should  interfere  in  suchdispoMtion.  Or  the  contrary  indeed, 
he  recollected  to  have  heaidrfhe  great  Loid  Chatham  say, 
that  to  deprive  the  Sovereign  of  the  privilege  of  mihtaiy  pro- 
motion would  be  to  pluck  the  master-feather  from  the  eagle's 
wing. 

The  next  charge  was  that  founded  upon  the  terms  of  Colo- 
nel Fiench's  levy,  which  it  was  pictended  that  the  Duke  had 
consented  to  have  raised  through  the  mere  solicitation  of  Mrs- 
Clarke.  But  he  would  ask,  vvhethei  the  evidence  before  the 
House  had  proved  anv  such  thing  ?  Bv  that  it  appealed,  that 
that  was  not  thefiist  time  when  Colonel  Fiench  had  laised  a 
levy,  but  thit  he  lud  btf  n  employed  in  the  hne  a  long  time  be- 
fore, much  to  his  own  credit, and  the  advaitage  of  thecountiy  ; 
and  that  theietoie,  he  wis  the  mo->t  likely  pet  son  to  complete 
the  ley.  Such  being  the  case,  then,  thete  w«s  no  necessity  for 
concluding  that  Mrs.  Clarke  must  have  been  the  cause  of  his 
being  so  employed,  or  that  the  Duke  was  pri.'y  to  any  agiee- 
ment  winch  had  been  entered s  into  between  hei  and  Colonel 

Pp  j'  French, 
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Fien&h.  As  the  evidence  of  Sandon  was  of  course  deserving 
of  no  attention,  and  as  the  allegation  of  Mis.  Clarke  was  in  his 
opinion  of  no  weight,  unless  corroborated,  theie  was  in  this 
c  a(e  on!}  one  material  witness  to  consider,  namely, that  of  Miss 
laylor  But  who,  he  would  asks  was  this  Miss  Taylor,  and 
what  were  the  gioundsupon  which  het  claim  to  credit  tested. 
She  was  the  assocuite,  the  intimate  friend  of  Mrs  Clarke,  and 
yet,  if  she  i&  to  be  ci  edited,  this  aftairof  French's  levy  was  the 
sohtaiy  instance  in  which  the  subject  of  nnlitaiy  promotions 
was  touched  upon  jn  her  presence.  If  this  witness  were  to  be 
eredited,  she  was  admitted  to  dine  with  the  Duke  of  York  ; 
nay,  his  Royal  Highness  was  so  fond  of  her,  that  she  was  quite 
familiar  and  fiequently  present  at  conversations  between  his 
Royal  Highness  and  Mrs.  Clarke.  Yet  this  abeut  French's 
'evy  was  the  only  instance  in  which  any  allusion  was  made  to 
imhtary  piomotions.  Let' this  rest  upon  the  mind  of  the 
House.  But  what  was  thenatme  of  this  allusion  f  Why  the 
Duke  of  York,  as  Miss  Tavlor  said,  addressed  Mrs.  Claike  in 
something  to  this  effect — "  French  is  very  teazing  tome — how 
does  he  behave  to  you,  darling  J"  To  which  she  answered, 
"  middling — not  very  well."  Upon  which  rejoined  the  Duke, 
"  Let  Master  French  take  care,  or  I'll  cut  him  up  and  his  levy 
too."  Now  was  it  probable,  that  any  thing  like  this  would 
have  been  said  if  there  had  been  any  conupt  baigain,  and  that 
too  in  the  presence  of  a  girl  who  had  never  heard  the  subject 
of  Mihtaiy  Piomotions  touched  upon  before  The  Duke's 
on-plaint  of  French's  levy,  implied  no  connivance  upon  his 
Royal  Higbness's  part  at  any  corrupt  transactions  of  Mrs. 
Clarke's  It  might  rather  be  conceived  to  mean  an  appeal  to 
the  opinion  of  that  woman,  whethei  French  was  not  generally 
a  tejzing  or  troublesome  character.  Ceitamly  the  meaning 
imputed  was  not  to  be  mfenedupon  any  print-iple  of  liber, 
aftty  or  justice.  It  was  stated  by  Mrs.  Claike,  that  she  was  t„ 
aeceive  two  thousand  pounds  fi om  Colonel  Ficnch  and  some 
of  that  money  was  said  to  have  been  paid  by  Sandon  She  was 
to  receive  more  as  the  levy  went  on.  Now  considering  pi0, 
babihties,  aiyl  companng  Mrs.  Claike's  contingent  interest  m 
the  continuance  of  the  levy  with  Mi.  Grant'stestinio"y>  co"ld 
Jt  be  ci  edited  that  if  there  wis  a  corrupt  contract  in  w  hic]\ 
the  Duke  of  Yoik  was  to  participate,  or  had  conmvedj  Colonei 
French's  levy  would  have  been  put  an  end  to,  so  veiv 
soon  too  aftei  Miss  Taylor  had  heard  the  alleged  menace  > 
By  putting  an  end  to  the  levy,  did  he  not  cut  off  all  hopes  0f 
piofit  that  might  anse  from  it'  He  not  only  did  this,  but  j)e 
(omplc-tely  mined  the  man  who  was  employed  in  laising 
the  levy.  Would  any  man  of  common  sense  be  so  absurd, 
so  rash,  so  inconsiderate,  as  to  put  himself  so  m  the  power 
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of  a  rmnecl  and  irritated  man  The  very  fact  ef  the  uisoon. 
tlnuance  of  the  levy  \vas  sufficient  to  prove  that  the  Duke 
never  could  have  been  privy  to  any  corrupt  bargain  between 
Mrs  Clarke  and  Colonel  Ftench.  If  he  had,  he  durst  not 
have  put  an  end  to  it.  Exposure  and  disgrace  would  have 
been  the  inevitable  consequence  But  it  was  said,  and  w  ith 
some  speciousness,  not  that  he  put  an  end  to  the  levy,  but 
that  he  continued  it,  notwithstanding  the  complaints  of  Co-- 
lon'el  Taylor  and  the  Inspecting  Officer  of  the  London  dis- 
trict, longer  than  he  ought,  and  that  the  leave  foi  ,1  tnal 
of  two  months  additional  was  obtained  throijgh  the  influence 
of  Mrs  Claike.  It  ""would  be  in  the  recollection  of  the 
House  that  this  levy  was  foi  general  service,  and  that  it  was 
gianted  at  a  time  when  there  was  a  great  demand  for  iecrutts> 
particularly  in  the  E<ist  Indies,  whither  only  men  reciuited 
tor  geneial  seivice  could  be  sent,  that  it  was  gianted  at  a 
time  when  reciuiting  for  general  service  was  subject  to  gieat 
disadvantages,  m  consequence  of  th?"  damp  thiown  upon  it 
by  two  measures,  th'e_  Array  of  Reseive  and  the  Additional 
Foice  Acts  Nothing  therefore  was  more  fair  and  reason- 
able, as  well  as  prudent,  on  the  pait  of  the  Commander  in  / 
Chief,  than  to  allow  this  Officer,  who  had  been  so  success- 
ful on  a  former  occasion,  a  further  ti  lal  for  a  short  and  li- 
mited period.  Was  theie  any  thing  wrong  in  allowing  hmi 
two  shoi  t  months 

The  next  charge  against  the  Duke  of  York,  was  Im 
granting  a  Majority  to  Captain  Tonyn,  because  that  Gent.e- 
man  had  paid  a  sum  of  money  to  Mrs.  Claike.  It  had  bee<i 
said,  that  Captain  Tonyn  could  not  have  obtained  his  Majo- 
rity without  Mrs.  Claike's  inteiference ,  but  he  would  appeal 
to  any  man  whether  that  could  have  been  the  fact.  Cap- 
tain Tonyn  had  been  recommended  for  piomotion  long  be- 
fore it  took  place,  by  his  father,  General  Tonyn,  who  w  as  an 
old  and  meritorious  Officer,  and  recommendations  fiom  men 
of  his  rank  and  charactei  were  always  attended  to  '  1 1  also  ap- 
peared that  Captain  Tonyn's  promotion  was  perfectly  regular, 
because  it  was  rot  the  act  of  the  Duke  of  York  himself,  but  of 
Colonel  Gordon,  who  m  the  regular  loutme  of  business,  took 
him  from  the  list  of  Senior  Captains,  as  one  of  fitty-thiec  who 
were  ordeied  for  promotion.  Nothing  like  partiality  h<id  been 
shewn  him,  as  thirteen  of  those  fifty-three  were  junior  to  him, 
some  one  yeai,  some  two,  and  one  of  them  had  been  three  years 
youngei  than  he  on  the  list  of  Captains 

With  lespett  to  the  mystei  ious  note,  doubts  had -been  had 
upon  its  authenticity,*  and  he  could  of  his  own  knowledge  say, 


*  Hem  I  Ht.m 
PP3 
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that  if  the  life  or  hbei  ty  of  any  person  depended  upon  it,  no 
Judge  or  Jury  jn  the  country  would  admit  it.  For  argument's 
sake  however,  he  should  suppose  it  genuine,  and  what  was  the 
amount  of  it '  "  Tonyn's  business  shall  remain  as  it  is,  God 
bless  you."  Could  any  thing  be  tiaced  from  this  to  shew  that 
the  Duke  had  acted  fiom  corrupt  motives  *  Had  he  so  far 
committed  himself,  was  it  possible  that  it  could  have  escaped 
the  recollection  of  Mis.  Claike,  who  had  taken  so  much  pains, 
'to  adduce  every  circumstance  that  could  be  constiued  to  bear 
upon  the  Duke  >  Had  the  whole  Note  been  produced,  it  might 
very  likely  be  found  to  apply  to  something  else,  which  in 
311  itself  was  perfectly  innocent  and  Jegal  But  there  was 
another  circumstance  coming  out  of  this  nest  of  false 
witnesses,  which  shews  it  could  not  have  1  elated  to  the 
coruipt  transaction  to  which  it  is  endeavoured  to  apply  it. 
The  note  was  wrapped  up  in  a  cover  from  Dover.  What 
did  Sandon  say  i  Not  that  he  so  wrapped  it  up,  but  that  he 
leceived  the  two,  the  note  and  the  cover,  fiom  Mrs.  Clarke, 
to  shew  Tonyn;  to  convince  him  by  the  frank  on  the  lattej, 
that  they  weieboth  n<  the  hand  of  the  Commandfrin  Chief. 
Let  the  House  examine  the  date  on  the  envelope.  They 
would  find  that  it  beais  date  five  days  aftei  the  promotion  of 
Tonyn  was  gazetted  ,  not  five  days  after  his  appointment  01 
recommendation,  but  after  he  was  actually  gazetted.  This 
was  sufficient  to  shew  that  this  note  could  not  have  been 
written  by  the  Duke,  or  that  it  could  not  have  been  written 
on  the  occabion  mentioned. 

The  next  charge  was  founded  on  Major  Shaw's  appoint- 
ment. It  appeared  that  that  Gentleman  had  originally  ap. 
plied  for  one  kind  of  promotion,  but  that  he  could  not  pro- 
cured, and  that  he  afterwards  obtained  another.  The  army 
would  not  feel  much  surprise  to  know  of  the  circumstance, 
either  when  it  was  consideied  that  scaicely  a  month  elapsed 
without  Geneial  Bunaul  wilting  some  letteis  to  Colonel 
Gordon  in  Mr.  Shaw's  behalf.  Such  being  the  case,  it  would 
not  appear  necessary  to  apply  through  Mrs.  Clarke  for  the 
appointment  of  Bairack-Master-Geneial  of  the  Gape  of  Good 
Hope  The  complaint  was  not  against  the  appointment,  but  be. 
cause  that  officer  was  impioperly  put  upon  the  half  pay,  when 
they  supposed  him  to  have  been  entitled  to  remain  upon  the  full 
establishment  But  it  ought  to  be  lecollected  that  he  was  per- 
fectly aware  of  the  teim^on  which  he  went  out,  which  was  con- 
fumed  by  the  letters  of  Gen.Burrard  and  the  testimony  of  Capt. 
bundon  3  hat  Major  Shaw  had  not  been  imposed  upon  no  one 
would  deny,  biit  to  say  that  he  had  been  reduced  thiough 

th« 
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Hie  means  of  Mrs.  Clarke  Teas  ridiculous,  as  it  was  in  evi- 
dence that  he  could  net  remain  as  Banack  Master,  except- 
ing his  regiment  should  be  there  stationed,  so  that  he  could 
d6  both  duties  at  the  same  time.  As  to  the  other  agree- 
ment, wheieby  Mr.- Shaw  was  to  allow  Mn>.  Clarke  three 
hundied  pounds  a  year,  no  man  could  have  been  a  greater 
shangerto  it  than  the  Commandei  in  Chief. 

Upon  the  only  remaining  part  of  the  matter,  properly  sub- 
ject to  the  consideration,  of  the  House,  as  the  Learned  Gen- 
tleman conceived,  namely,  that  of  Caiter,  he  expiessed  a 
wish  that  the  honourable  Mover  had  yielded  to  the 
voice  of  liberality,  to  the  declared  request  ef  Mis.  Clarke 
herself,  by  omitting  any  allusion  to  such  a  case — by  not  at- 
tempting to  bolster  up  a  falling  cause,  by  the  introduction 
of  a  case  which  any  one  possessed  ef  the  common  feelings  of 
humanity  should  decline  to  mention.  It  appealed  that  this 
young  man,  Cartel,  was  an  orphan,and  not  one  of  the  common 
class,  but  the  oiphan  of  a  meritorious  officer,  who  had  bled 
in  the  service  of  his  country.  {A  cry  of  No  1  no  ' — no  tvidtncc 
■vfthat  )  The  fact  was  that  no  coiruption  was  at  all  ascnb- 
abletothe  case  of  this  lad.  Did  it  not  appear  that  he  was 
recommended  in  1801  by  Captain  Sutton,  of  the  artillery,  and 
that  he  was  not  brought  up  after  the  manner  of  a  seivant? 
His  letters,  indeed,  manifested  a  supenor  degree  of  educa- 
tion. Let  it  be  recollected  that  he  was  reiommended  and 
promised  promotion  111  1S01.  As  to  his  connection  with  the 
family  of  Mis.  Clarke — as  to  his  assisting  other  seivants 
cleaning  knives,  01  his  going  behind  the  coach  only  twice  as 
the  coachman  stated,  and  whether  by  night, or  by  day,  was 
not  mentioned  ;  the  Duke  of  York  was  not  proved  to  know 
<»ny  thing  of  that.  The  pimcypal  employment  of  Carter  was 
to  go  to  »chool,  and  vias  that  the  usual  occupation  of  a  ser- 
vant ; — was'  it  pioved  that  the  Duke  knew  any  thing  of 
Carter's  acting  at  all  as. a  servant,  except  in  waiting  upon 
himself  at  dinnei  *  (A  loud  cry  of  hear1  hem  ')  Were  gen- 
tleman who  cued  heai  hear,  he  would  ask,  'so  ignorant  of  the 
world  as  not  to  know  that  many  of  then  superiors  waited  at 
table  on  Princes  of  the  Blood  Royal  ?  He  would  ask  also, 
why  servants,  with  the  education  of  Samuel  Cartel,  were 
unworthy  ot  military  promotion  i  Were -gentlemen  so  ur- 
aCquamted  with  the  army  as  not  to  know  that  many  persons 
ong'nally  inferior  m  ra'ik  to  servants,  now  held  commis- 
•lons,  and  formed  s>ome  of  the  highest  and  most  respected 
ornaments  of  the  military  profession'  Why  then  reflect  up. 
on'such  a  young  man  as  Samuel  Carter  ?  God  forbid  that  the 
House  should  be  so  foigetful  of  the  duty  which  it  owed  to 
humanity  and  to  its  own  character  as  to  find  fault  with  the 

Duke 
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Dirke  of  York  for  such  a  promotion  as  actually  entitled  &ua 
to  praise 

He  would  endeavour  to  detain  the  House  as  little  longer  as 
possible,  and  would  therefore  content  himself  with  a  few  ob- 
servations on  the  comments  which  had  been  made  on  the  evi- 
dence by^  the  Hon  Gentleman.  It  had  been  argued  that 
though  no  scintilla  of  eVidence  had  been  given  that  the  Duke 
of  York  was  privy  to  or  Cognizant  of  those  tiansactions,  yet 
it  rmi^t  be  presumed  he  could  not  but  know  that  Mrs  Clarke 
could  not  keep  up  such  an  establishment,  and  live  in  the  ex- 
travagant manner  she  did,  without'some  fund  being  piovided 
trom  which  it  should  be  supported.  He  thought,  however, 
this  was  a  delusive  and  fallacious  mode  of  argument ,  for 
there  were,  he  believed,  very  few  persons  of  fashion  and  large 
fortune  who  fairly  understood  how  to  conduct  themselves 
upon  the  principles  of  revenue  and  expendituie  It  was  a  cri- 
tenon  of  conduct  which  he  believed  was  but  little  undei  stood 
and  still  less  acted  on  by  persons  in  high  life.  He  happened 
to  have  been  acquainted  about  forty  yeai  s  ago  with  those  who 
were  the  Preceptors  of  the  Prince  of  Wales  and  Duke  of 
York,  and  they  allowed  they  were  both  very  quick  atleainmg 
l.i  general,  but  that  they  found  it  utterly  impracticable  to 
teach  them  any  thing  respecting  the  value  of  money  1  hough 
they  comprehended  the  most  difficult  parts  of  education,  they 
had  noidea  of  the  value  of  a  gu.nea  It  had  been  pioved,  or 
admittedto  be  proved,  that  the  Duke  of  York  had  paid  large 
sumsto  vintners  foi  wines,  and  to  other  tradesmen  foi  various 
articles  of  furnituie,  &c.  amounting  in  the  whole  to  upwaids 
of  five  thousand  pounds  in  about  two  years  s  and  in  so  short 
a  time  could  it  be  supposed  that  his  Royal  Highness  was 
likely  to  have  enteied  into  the  cool  and  deliberate  calculations 
of  a  man  who  sits  down  to  make  compauson  between  his  reve- 
nue and  expendituie  >  It  appeared,  that  during  the  period  he 
was  then  alluding  to,  both  the  Duke  and  Mrs  Clarke  had  of- 
ten been  in  great  want  of  money.  He  was  pressed  severely, 
andsheinher  tuin  very  waimly  piessed  him.  If  his  Royal 
Highness  was  so  very  corrupt  as  had  been  stated,  and  these 
transactions  hadactually  taken  place,  wheie  could  have  been 
the  want  of  money'  Was  theie  not  a  mill  of  money  fiom 
which  they  might  most  abundantly  have  supplied  themselves  > 
The  Membeis  of  that  House  might  well  know,  that  the  offi- 
ceis  of  the  army  amount  to  upwards  of  eleven  thousand,  who 
aie  all  eager  and  zealous  6f  promotion,  and  great  mimbeisof 
whom  had  not  only  the  means,  but  the  anxious  wish  and  de^ 
sign,  to  obtain  piomotion  and  supenoi  lank  in  their  professi- 
on, and  who  would  give  any  money  within  their  power  to 
gratify  their  ambition.   Had  these  transactions  then  taken 

place. 
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place;  money  could  not  have  been  wanting  either  to  Mis. 
Claike  or  the  Duke  of  York  ,  and  in  his  opinion  there  could 
not  be  a  stronger  proof  that  the  whole  wis  a  matter  of  ima- 
gination, and  could  have  no  foundation  in  fact.  The  Learned 
Gentleman  than  desired  the  House  to  call  to  mind  the  con- 
duct of  the  Duke  of-Yoik,  when  the  peison  was  iippointed  to 
inquire  into  the  pecuniary  transactions  in  which  Mrs.  Clarke 
was  implicated,  as  hiving  used  bis  nane  ,  and  he  asked,  if  the 
Duke  was  con  upt,  and  had  given  way  to  his  inclination,  would 
he  have  ventured  at  that  moment  to  quarrel  with  that  lady  i 
He  paid  a  gieat  compliment  to  the  knowledge  and  charactei  of 
Mr.  Lowten,  who  was  the  peison  so  employed,  and  insisted 
that  he  was  above  all  idea  of  overlooking  any  corrupt  agiee- 
ment,  if  any  such  ever  existed. 

Another  presumption  in  favour  of  his  Royal  Highness  was 
that  when  a  person  set  off  with  an  intent  to  entei  into  corrupt 
ractices,  he  generally  looked  abou  t  for  persons  as  agerts  who, 
eing  corrupt  themselves,  would  easily  entei  into  all  his 
views.  Look  then  to  those  who  were  employed  on  that  occa- 
sion by  the  Duke  of  York  ;  look  to  Colonel  Loraine  j  to  Ge* 
neral  Brownngge;  but,  above  all,  look  to  that  friend  on 
whom  he  leposed  his  bosom  confidence  ;  an  officer,  whose  cha- 
ractei, honour,  and  integrity,  weie  an  honour  to  human  na- 
ture— Colonel  Gordon.  This  was  the  man  on  whom  he  placed 
his  greatest  tiust,  whom  he  chose  to  be  the  director  of  Jus 
councils,  and  manager  of  his  most  important  military  con- 
cerns, at  the  very  time  when  his  connection  first  commenced 
with  Mrs.  Clarke,  and  when,  if  the  charges  were  true,  the/ 
would  stand  no  need  of  every  sort  of  assistance,  to  screen 
their coirup't  tiansactions  from  every  eye.  He  chose  Colonel 
Goidon  to  fill  that  particular  office,  through  which  every 
matter  of  military  piomotion  must  pass,  and  without  whose 
perusal  no  tiansaction  could  be  brought  to  its  final  close  Un- 
der all  thesS  circuimstances,  he  had  fully  weighed  the  case,  and 
tie  conclusion  he  had  formed,  on  the  most  matuie  and  delibe- 
rate consideiation,  was,  that  there  was  no  foundation  whatever 
foi  any  one  of  the  charge  s 

It  might,  perhaps,  be  imputed  to  him,  that  fiom  the  situ- 
ation which  lie  held,  he  was  under  some  degree  of  bias  to  the 
Minister.  He  believed,  however,  theie  weie  not  many  per- 
sons  in  the  House  who  had  so  little  to  hope  01  so  little  to  fear 
on  this  side  the  grave  as  he  had  ,  and  he  could  safely  say,  that 
he  had  pronounced  the  real  sentiments  of  his  heart  without  fa- 
vour or  affection  to  either  side.  There  was  one  thing  he  had 
foigot  to  mention,  viz.  that  the  motion  did  not  statetliat  coi- 
.rupt  practices  had  been  proved  against  the  Duke  of  Yoik  It 
was  in  his  opinion  the  duty  of  that  House  not  tffl  vote  the  eat- 
ing 
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rying  up  of  any  Addtess  to  the  Thione  for  the  lemoval  of  his 
Royil  Highness  fiom  the  office  ot  Commander  m  Chief,  with- 
out proving  satisfactorily,  that  he  had  been  a  party  to  these 
tiansactions  He  thought,  theiefore,  it  was, in  point  of  huma- 
nity as.  Well  as  justice,  a  duty  mcumbent-on  the  House,  to  pro- 
ceed immediately  to  the  Inquiry,  whether  the  Duke  had  any 
participation  in  the  guilt  of  these  transactions.  Thinking  in 
this  manner,  he  must,  of  course,  abject  to  the  motion. 

Mi  CuKWEMmoved,  that  the  question  might  beiead,  which 
being  done,  he  said  it  appeared,  that  it  was  suggested  the 
Duke  of  York  was  privy  to  the  transaction  He  then  pro- 
ceeded to  obsei  ve,  that  the  Hon  and  Learned  Gentleman  who 
had  just  sat  down,  had  thought  it  necessary,  both  at  the  begin- 
ning and  contlusion  of  his  aigumept,  to  make  professions  of 
the  purty  of  his  motives  For  lus  own  pait  he  disdained  to 
imke  any  such  professions,  he  would  leave  it  to  his  own  conduct 
to  speak  to  the  charactet  of  his  pnnciples,  it  was  the  less  ambi- 
guous text,  and  he  would  rjevei  be  disposed  to  substitute  vague 
piotersion  in  its  place  He  theiefoie  did  not  undcistand  why 
the  Honourable  Gentleman  who  had  just  sat  down,  had 
thought  it  necessai  y  to  make  them,  oiwhy  he  suspected  that 
he  might  be  the  subject  of  such  imputations  In  every  view 
of  the  present  question  it,s  impoitance  was  tr^nscendant  ; 
never,  within  those  walls  had  so  inipo.  lant  a  question  been 
discussed.  It  theiefoie  became  the  House  to  look  well  to 
what  the  countiy  expected  from  them — the  eyes  of  Eng- 
land weie  upon  them,  aiid  every  man,  as  he  valued  Eng- 
land, should  make  up  his  mind,  however  painful  and  delicate 
the  task,  to  discharge  his  duty  to  the  people  firmly  and  con- 
scientiously — He  set  out  with  insisting  that  it  was  not  neces- 
saiy  to  prove  the  actual  participation  of  the  Duke  of  York 
in  the  conuption.  If  there  had  been  evidence  pioduced  ploy- 
ing that  gieat  and  shameful  practices  of  corruption  had  pi  e- 
vailed  in  that  department"  for  many  yeais  back,  he  contended 
for  it  that,  even  admitting  his  innocence  as  to  the  knowledge 
of  such  piactices,  still  his  veiy  ignoiance  of  them  i.as  moie 
than  sufficient  proof  that  he  was  an  unfit  person  to  fill  the  high 
and  responsible  situation  he  now  holds.  (Hear  '  hear  1)  But 
is  it  foi  a  moment  denied  that  the  existence  of  those  abuses 
have  been  satisfactory  pioved  ?  There  was  no  doubt  kit  in 
the  mind  of  any'  man  as  to  that  point  ,  and  what  then  was  the 
strongest  defence  set  up  for  him  >  That  though  such  tians- 
actions might  have  taken  place,  he  was  ignorant  of  them,  so 
that  his  defence  admitted  his  incapacity  ,  foi  surely  it  was  his 
duty  to  have  detected  those  abuses,  to  have  extirpated  them 
fiom  the  army  He  would  say  then,  that  the  defence  rescued 
to,  prefved  that  the  Duke  of  Ycik  (even  admit tipg  his  .uim- 
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cence  on  the  score  of- corruption)  was,  so  remiss  in  the  dis- 
charge of  his  duty,  that  in  justice  tp  the  army,  in  justice  to 
the  public,  he  ought  to  be  dismissed  from  it. 

But  the  Learned  Gentleman  who  spoke  last  had  said  a  . good 
deal  upon  the  nature  of  that  evidence  comihgj  from  an  accom- 
plice'; why,  no  doubt  it  was  not  so  unquestionable  as  that 
©f  witnesses  not  .implicated,'  but  where,  he  would,  ask,  were 
they  to  find  witnesses,  or  how  come  at  the  proof  of  corruption 
but  from  accomplices  J  how,  but  from  those  who  were  them- 
selves engaged  in  corrupt  practices?  But,,  was  there  nothing 
corroborating'  that  sort  of  evidence  ?  He  did  confess  he  was 
astonished  at  the  very  partial  and  circumscribed  view  the 
Honourable  Gentleman  had  taken  of  the  evidence.  When 
the  charges  were  first  brought  before  them  he  did  believe  that 
there  was  not  a  man  in  that  House  who  did  not  wish  from  his 
soul  that  they  would  not  be  proved,  (hear  !)  But  now,  after 
the  evidence  had  been  Vone  through,  how  few  were  there  pre- 
sent who  could  from  their  conscience  say,  with  the  Learnedand 
Honourable  Gentleman,  that  in  that  evidence  there  were  not 
grounds  for  those  charges,  {hear!  hear!)  The  Honourable 
and  Learned  Gentleman  had  in  the  course  of  his.  speech  paid 
a  compliment  to  the  candour  and  fairness  with  which  the  Ho- 
nourable Gentleman  who  brought  forward  ihe  charges  had 
throughout  the  whole  business  conducted  himself.  He  thought  \ 
no  compliment  >was  ever  better  merited  than  that , which  the 
"Learned  Gentleman  had  so  justly  bestowed  ;  and  he  was  sure 
that  not  only  that  House  but  the  whole  country  would  allow 
he  had  undertaken  a  most  arduous  task,  which  he  had  exe- 
cuted with  the  greatest  coolness,  candour,  and  ability,  in 
which  he  had  done  himself  the  highest  honour. 

The  first  case  was  Colonel  French's  Levy.  Heie'he  would 
ask  but  one  question — Why,  after  Colonel  Taylor's  report,  was 
Colonel  French  permitted  to  continue  ?  Why  nor  dismissed  ? 
Why  so  totally  overlooked  ?  Two  hundred  men  in  nine 
months  !'  Could  his  Royal  Highness  have  been  deceived  upon 
this  point  ?  Was  it  all  a.  mistake'  on  his  part,  owing  to  a  de- 
ficiency of  education,  to  his  not  having  been  taught  to  count, 
as  the  Learned  Gent,  seemed  so  gravely  to  deplore  !  But  taking 
the  question  in  another  point  of  view,  for  hitherto  he  supposed 
the  Duke  innocent  of  corruption,  and  argued  that  hisavowed 
remissness  was  such  as  imperiously  called  for  his  dismissal— hut 
in  the  other  view  , of  the  question — whether  or  hot  the  Duke 
gave  his  sanction  to  corrupt  practice,  this  was  a  part  of  thecase 
on  which  the  House  was  called  upon  for  its  most  solemn  judg- 
ment. Look  then  to  Major  Tonya's  case  ;  the  le'tter  that  had 
excited  so  much  interest  had  been  denominated  by  the  Ho- 
nourable Gentleman  a  mysterious  letter.  Could  that  Ho- 
nourable 
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tiourahle  Gentleman  have  seen  that  letter  he  Would  not  have 
applied  to  it  such  an  epithet.  He  never  saw  a  paper  more  des- 
titute of  mystery.  The'  evidence  to  the  authenticity  of  that 
letter  was  in  the  recollection  of  the  House.  They  saw  Colonel 
Gordon  when  it  was  handed  to  him — they  could  not  but  have 
been  affected*  with  his  emotions,  and  have  felt  for  his  situa- 
tion. Thxanswef  s,  which,  as  a  man  of  honour  he  felt  himself 
bound  to  give,  were  given  in  a  manner  as  if  they  drew  drops  of 
bloodfrom  his  heart.  The  House  too  would  remember  how  Co- 
lonel Gordon's  evidence  was  borne  out  by  that  of  General 
Hope,  given  with  a  candour  tiuly  characteristic  of  that  gallant 
officer  ('and  how  both  were  confirmed  by  the  subsequent  tes- 
timony of  the  Learnedand  Honourable  Gentleman  wlio  follow- 
ed them.  There  was  too  a  circumstance  which  did  not  ap- 
pear to  him  immaterial; — the  paper  on  which  this  note  was 
written  was  office  paper,  a  commodity  not  likely  to  occur  to  any 
one  who  would  forge  such  a  note.  In  short,  he  did  believe  in 
his  conscience  that  that  note  was  in  the  genuine  hand  writ- 
ing of  the  Duke  of  York  ;  that  it  was  his  letter'?  that  that  let- 
ter was  written  for  the  sole  purpose  of  preventing  the  mo- 
ney being  returned.  Here  then  was  one  instance  that  went 
to"prove  the  Duke's  sanctioning  corrupt  practices  ;  and  if  the 
House  believed  that,  or  any  single  instance  of  such  conduct, 
could  they  hesitate  in  agreeing  to  the  Resolutions  ? 

Was  a  man  capable  of  countenancing  or  conniving  at  corrup- 
tion, fit  at  any  time  to  hold  any,  the  humblest  post  under  the 
Government;  but  at  such  times  as  the  piesent,  was  the  second 
subject  of  the  realm  to  be  allowed  to  fill  the  most  impoi  tant 
office  under  the  Crown,  afrer  he  had  given,  with  impunity, 
such  an  example  to  the  people  of  England  ? — It  would  be  a 
vain,  a  dangeious  attempt  to  tiy  to  nauow  their  great  judicial 
inquiry  within  the  petty  limits  of  legal  nicety — nere  they  to  be 
driven  from  the  grand  object  of  national  investigation — to 
detect,  tiace,  follow  ap,  and  hunt  out  coiruption,  appearwhere 
and  when,  and  how  it  may,  however  qualified,  however  dis- 
guised, or  however  sanctioned — this  was  their  object — this 
Was  what  their  constituents  would  expect,  and  had  a  right  to 
expect  from  them — they  were  not  to  be  driven  from  it  to 
search  for  legal  distinctions,  or  lose  themselves  in  desultory 
discussions  upon  forms.  It  was  not  an  Old  Bailey  case — 
(Heart)  They,  as  representatives  of  the  People,  were  not  to 
D'e  deterred  from  condemning  what  was  criminal,'  by  being  told 
that  they  were  travelling  out  of  the  record — frhere  there  w&s 
criminality,  where  there  was  coiruption,  he  would  not  stop 
to  examine  the  intricacies  of  the  laws  of  evidence,  or 
to  square  opinion  ivith  opinion,  on  Charge  with  proof,  but 
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expose  it  at  once,  without  waiting  to  ascertain,  from  Learned 
Gentlemen  whether  it  lay  within  the  recorder  not. 

He  would  therefore  cpen  his  ears  to  every  charge  of  corrup. 
tion,,and  lie  could  not  here  sufficiently  express-  his  astonish, 
ment  that  the  Learned  Gentleman  who  had  preceded  him, 
long,  and  no  doubt  ably  as  he  had  gone  into  the  charges, 
should  have  wholly  overlooked  the  evidence  of  General  Co- 
vering ar.d  his  letters — {Hear!  hear  I)  Did  those  letters  tend  to 
prove  no  long  and  habitual  intercourse  upon  the  subject  of 
the  corrupt  bartering  of  promotion,  and  as  to  this  point  did 
Miss  Taytor's  testimony  wholly  go  for  rtothing?  The  Ho- 
nourable and  Learned  Gentleman  hid,  at  great  length,  gone 
into  an  exposure  of  the  gross  prevarications  of  Captain  San- 
don,  perhaps  the  House  thought  that  unnecessary  ;  but  what 
must  they  have  thought,  or  at  least,  how  much  must  they 
have  been  at  a  loss  to  discover  the  object  of  the  Honoura- 
ble Gentleman,  when  after  having  resorted  to  every  means 
to  shew,  and  succeeded  in  shewing^  which,  certainly  was  not 
very  difficult  to  do  j  then  proceeds  to  argue  from  that  evi- 
dence which  he  had  just  overturned. 

The  next  case  he  should  advert  to,  was  that  of  Colonel 
Shaw  Was  there,  or  was  there  not,  a  corrupt  motive  ope- 
rating somewhere,  as  to  the  appointment  of  this  Officer,  tire 
many  prior  refusals  and  subsequent  sudden  reduction  t9 
half  pay?  But  why  was  he  reduced?  The  influence  which 
had  raised  him  deserted  him  as  soon  as  he  failed  to  make 
good  his  bargain  $  the  fact  evidently  was  that  they  had  n-ot 
kept  their  word,  they  had  not  made  good  their  contract,  and 
he  was  reduced  accordingly,  so  that  this  rather  tended  to 
confirm  the  very  charge  it  was  supposed  by  some  to  da 
away. 

Upon  the  article  of  expenditure  a  great  deal  had  been  said. 
He  had  heard  the  Duke  defended  on  the. score  of  that  dispo- 
sition to  generosity,  that  was  to  be  considered  as  rather  an 
amiable  weakness.  Me  must  be  glad  to  hear  any  thing  com- 
mendatory of  the  royal  disposition  of  the  Illustrious  Person, 
but  were  there  not  some  stubborn  facts  as  to  the  pawning  of 
jewels  ?  were  there  not  diamonds  in  pawn  ?  and  was  it  in 
consequence  of  this  amiable  weakness  that  they  had,  been 
pawned  J  But  he  put  it  to  any  one  man  who  heaid  him,  would 
he  in.  the  case  of  such  a  connection  hnve  suffered  that  per- 
son to  have  encountered  expences  so  far  beyond  her  means 
without  providing  some  sort  of  re-imbursement ;  The  Learn- 
ed Gentleman  had  told  them-  of  the  means  to  which  the 
Duke,  if  corrupt  might  have  resorted.  The  Honourable 
Gentleman  had  compared  it  to  a  mill  that  could  gsjnd  an 
inexhaustible  supply.     Why,    perhaps,    such  a  source  of 
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corruption  might  be  so'  illustrated;  but  then  it  would  be 
>noie  just  to  call  it  a  wind-mill— it  would  not  go  at  all 
times  ,  nor,  perhaps,  could  it  be  safe  to  set  it  a  going  at  all 
times  (a  Imgh).  He,  however,  agreed  with  the  Honourable 
Gentleman;  thjit  there  was  ample  power,  afid  he  feared  too 
rnirfh  opportunity j  to  abuse,  and  grossly  abuse,  the  high 
trust  dedicated;  to  his  Royal  Highness  ;•  and  therefore  was  he 
of  opinion,  that  it  was  impossible  for  that  House  to  be  too 
cautious,  or  look  with  too  jealous  an  eye  to  the  manner  in 
which'  the  great' means  and  duties  connected  with  that  high 
office  are  disposed  void,  administered.  When  the  charges 
were  brought  forward'he  felt  deep  regret  (  but  he.  felt  much 
.more  in  "seeing  how  those  charges  had  been  supported,  how 
fully  they  had  been  established.  It  was,  indeed,  a  most 
painful  reflection,' -that  such  charges  could  have  beeii 
brought  home  to  such  a  personage.  He  strongly  felt  for  him. 
liis  situation  must  be  infinitely  more  afflicting  to  him  than 
the  severest  penalty  of  the  law  could  be  to  an  ordinary  offen- 
der. The  loss  of  life  cannot  io,  hiin  be"  for  a  moment  com' 
parable  to  the  loss  of  character*  He  lamented  it — he  deplo- 
Ted  the  conduct  that  led 'to  it. 

Every  man,  he  wss  sure,  must  feel  for  the  situation  in 
v.  hich  His  Majesty  \\  as  placed  by  this  business  ;  but  as  duty 
was  the  motive  by 'which  they  were  to  be  guided,  they  must 
see  that  it* dictates  excluded  the  operation  of  such  conside- 
jations.     It  had  been   said,    there    were    conspiracies  of 
Jacobirts,    He  believed  there  weie  no  Jacobins ;  but  where 
it  was  evident  that  abuses  and  conuptions  existed  to  a  very 
great  degree,  no  wonder  the  people  of  the  icountry  should  be 
dissatisfied..  They  were  obliged  to,  submit  to  great  piiva- 
tions ;  yet  he  believed  if  such  moderate  leforms  were  agreed 
*6  be  made  as  to  give  them  hopes  that  1  he  affairs  of  the  coun- 
try Would  be  properly  administered  in  future,  the  country 
would  be  quiet  and    contented.     The  Hon.   and  Learned 
Gentleman  had  spoken  with  great  feeling  on  the  situationof 
Samuel  Carter,   as   being  recommended  by  a  meritorious 
officer.    He  thought-,  however,  the  case  of  Carter  was  0n« 
of  those  which  tended  materially  to  disgust  the  army,  and 
to  weaken  the  zeal  and  spirit  of  all  ranks  in  that  profession. 
These  were  not  times,  to  shut  our  eyes  against  corruptions- 
its  effects  were  most  highly  injurious,  and  it  behoved  us  to 
meet  them  boldly  and  endeavour  to  overthrow  them.  He, 
for  one,  was  convinced  of  the  necessity  of  this,  and  should 
therefore  give  his  ccrdial  assent  to  the  Motion  which' had 
just  been  made  by  the  Hon.  Gentleman. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  stated  that  he 
should  ui-fjuestionably  have  submitted  to  the  House  his 
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Opinion  on  the  present  question  immediately  after  the  speech 
of  the  Hon.  Mover,  had  not  his  Hon.  and  Learned  Friend  be- 
hind him.  addressed  the  House  under  circumstances  which  must, 
have  induced  any.  man  to  waive  any  intention  of  that  kind 
wjTiqh.he,  wiight  have  entertained.  The  situation,  the .  cliai 
r,acter,  the  experience*  the  year*,  every  thing,  which,  in; bim.i, 
self  was  wanting,  and  which  his  Honourable  and .Learned 
Friend  possessed,  demanded  that  he  should  gi,ve  way  to  him 
on.  this  occasion.  Most  fortunate  was  it  for  the  House  that 
he  had  done  so,  for  certainly,  his  Hon.  and  Learned  Friend 
had  delivered  one  of  the  most  able,  impressive,  and  impor- 
tant speeches  that  ever  fell  from  from  the  lips  of  man,     ^  . 

Although  he  had  been  an  many  points  completely  antici- 
pated by  his  Hon.  and  Learned  Friend,  he  yet  felt  tint  it, 
would  be  his  duty  to  trouble  the  House  at  considerable  length 
in  the  examination  and  comparison  of  the  evidence  that  had. 
been  adduced  before  th?m.  :  He  was  anxious,  therefore,  not 
to  waste  much  of  their  time  in  preliminary  observation  ;  but 
lie  could  not  refrain  from  requesting  that  they  would  take  a- 
retrospectiv  e  view  of  the  occurrences  of  the  few  last  weeks  ; 
and  that  they  would  consider  the' manner  in  which  the  subject: 
at  present  under  discussion  was  originally  proposed.  It 
must  be  in  the  recollection  of  the  House,  that  when  the  Hon. 
Gentleman  first  agitated  this  question,  it  was  distinctly  ou 
the  .ground  that  his  Royal  Highness  the  Duke  of  Yo'rk  had- 
been  guilty,  not  merely  of  incorrectness,  or  of  any  minor 
error,  but  of  corrupt  practices.  On  the  ground  that  the 
Puke  of  York  had  been  guilty  of  corrupt  practices  the  pre- 
sent inquiry  was  adopted;  That  charge  having  been  made, 
it  became  the  imperative  duty  of  the  house  to  pronounce  its 
judgment— aye,  or  no — guilty,  or  not  guilty.  It  was  a" 
charge,,  which,  if  proved,  must  condemn  the  accused  indi- 
vidual to  disgrace  and  infamy.  Injustice  to  that  individual, 
in  just  ice.  to  the  public,  it  became  that  Parliament,  by  whom 
that  charge  was  entertained,  effectually  to  dispose  of 'it,  and 
hot  to  fight  shy  On  such  ali  important  question. 

But  what  was  the  course  which  the  Hon.  Gentleman  pre- 
scribed? Having  made  a  charge  of  corruption,  havipj- accused 
his  Royal  Highness  of  a  knowledge  of  corrupt  practices,,  he 
d'i<J  not  manfully  persist.,  in  his  accusation.  Instead  of  calling 
upon.the  House  for  judgement  upon  that  charge  of  corrup- 
tion, He  hides  it  in  a  general  address,  where  he  calls,  upon 
the  Ho-uss  to.,say  in  alump,  that  the  charges  are  substantially 
ti'tie.  But  lie  on  the  other  hand,  would  call  for  tha  decision 
of.  the  House,  upon  this  gieat  and  most  important  charpe  of 
corruption,  and  he  would  ask.  Where  was  it  brought  home  ? 
where  w as  the  corpus  delicti}  or  if  the  illustrious  pet  son  was  not 
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gisilty  of  coi uipticn,  was  that  the  way  in  ivhich  lie  was  to  be 
}>ot  off  after  serving  the  public  for  sixteen  yeaisirc  away  that 
raised  "the  character  of  the  army  ?  was  he  upon  such  a  charge  as 
that  to  be  sent  oat  upon  the  counfiy  in  a  doubtful  manner  f 
was  it  to  be  left  in  doubt  by  the  House  of  Commons,  .who 
gravely  entertained  the  charge,  whether  it  had  been  proved 
or  not,  or  w  hether  a  personage  so'near  the  tluone  was  or  was 
i>6.t  guilty  of  the-basest  ofciimesf  For  theie  was  no  term 
of  degradation  he  thought  sufficiently  strong  to  convey  his 
abhorrence  of  the  nature  and  consequences  of  corruption — not 
all  the  infamy  that  had  lately  disgraced!  the  bar  of  the  House 
of  Commons,  amounted  to  the  shameless  and  abandoned  cri- 
minality of  coriuption.  And  were  they  to  turn  forth  upon 
the .  public  the  second  son  of  their  King  with,  a  doubt 
upon  him,  in -cafe  he  was  innocent  ;  or  were  they  to  be  con- 
tent  with  such  hair  measures,  if  they  thought  him  guilty? 
He  put  it  to  the  House,  he  put  it  to  the  honour,  to  thejustice, 
to' the  feeling,  to  the  humanity  of  every  man  who  heard  him, 
if  such  a  charge  should  be  allowed  to  sleep  in  uncertainty  ; 
they  could  not,  for  their  own  dignity  take  such  timid  courses 
£S  had  seen  suggested ;  they  would  disgrace  the  House  of 
Commons';  and  however  industriously  it  might  be  shaped  and 
softened  down,  and  qualified,  for  the  poor  purpose  of  picking 
up  a  strangling  vote  or  two,  yet  he  was  confident  the  House 
would  not  hastily  consent  to  do  any  thing  that  could  tend 
to  defeat  the  purposes  of  justice,  or  compromise  its  dignity  ; 
niit  that  he  would  be  meant  as  imputing  it, to  the  Honourable 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Wardle),  but  he  thought  that  had  he  been 
l#ft'  to  himself  he  would  have  made  a  different  appeal  to  the 
judgment  of  the  House — from  what  he  had  observed  of  that 
Gentleman's  manly  feeling  and  ingenuousftankness,  hewould 
have,  adopted  a  proceeding  that  would  have  led  more  imme- 
diately; to  .decision  than  the  one  now  before  the  House  can  be 
supposed  calculated  to  do.  He  ceitainly  did  think  that  the  Hon. 
Gentleman  had  not  been  self-ad\ised — that  he  had  been  influen- 
ced by  others— jbat  he  had  mixed  himselfwith  cooler  heads, who 
meant  much  more  than  he  thought  they  meanj — (A  laugh  from 
the  opposition).  He  (the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer)  was  sa- 
tisfied that  had  that  Gentleman  been  self-influenced  hewould 
not  after  bringing  forth  charges  of  corruption  have  suffered 
those  charges  to  be  afterwards  flittered  away  as  the)  had 
been,  in  the  Resolutions  which  had,  been  moved. 

With  respeet  to  the  course  that  he  should  have  the  honour 
to  recommend,  it  would  commence  with,  coming  to  a  decisi. 
on— aye  or  no — on  the  personal  corruption orconnivance  (for  he 
allowed  they  were  the  same  thing)  of  his  Royal  Highness  ; 
and  if  the  House  agreed  with  him,  he  should  then  tender  an 
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afnendmehfto  the  proposition  of  the  honourable  Gentlemen,, 
by  which  that  proposition  would  be  converted  into  a  reso.: 
liition,  that  the  House  saw  no  ground  of  charge  against  his., 
R*£>ya:l  Highness  for  corruption,  or  connivance  in  corruption, 
^his  was  am  opinion  which  he  had  formed. on  a  deliberate 
examination 'of  the  circumstances  ;  and  he.  would  distinctly 
state  to  the  House  the  grounds  of  his  conviction.  He  allowed, 
that  he  had  not  come  ■unprejudiced  to  this  inquiry.    In  any 
age  or  country,  the  personal  corruption  of  individuals  hold- 
ing situations  of  high  trust  and  confidence,  ought  not  easily 
to  be  credited.    Surely  it  was  not  dealing  fairly  with  such' 
individuals,  to  condemn  them  upoa  grounds  on  which  the 
lowest  and  'meanest  "bfthe  people  would  be  acquitted.  It 
would  be  a  most  mischievous  encouragement  to  Jacobinism, 
were  we  to  declare,  that  these  were  grounds  for  condemning 
such  individuals,  because  we  saw  apparent  ground  multiply- 
ing in  the  pamphlets  around  us.    Difficult  was  it  to  bebeliev.- 
ed  that  any  man,  but  still  more  so,  that  an  individual  holding  . 
so  important  a  situation  as  his  Royal  Highness  the  Duke  of 
York,  .should,  for  such  a  contemptible  consideration  as  two 
thousand   five  hundred  pounds  or  three   thousand  pounds 
(and  this^was  the  utmost  that  was  attempted  to  be  proved' 
against  hint,)  become  a  party  to  such  a  base  conspiracy  as  that 
of  which  he  was  accused  ;  or,  that  by  such  means,  he  would 
feed  and  supply  the  adulterous  connection  in  which;  it  was. 
not  to  be  .  denied  that-he  was  engaged.     Such  a  departure 
from  public  principle,  and  from  every  feeling  valuable  to  a  . 
public  map,, "was  not  to  be  credited  on  light    grounds.  He 
confessed,  that  every  prejudice  cf  his  own  mind  ' was,  in  the 
first  instance,  excited  against  the  probability  of  this,  accusation, 
being  well  founded.    It  had  been  proved- that  it  wusill  found- 
ed; it  had  been  proved  that  his  Royal  Highness  was  as  free 
from  corruption  as  lie  had  originally  conceived  himtd  be-.  If, 
however,  the  charges  were  sustained  by  the  House,  his  Royal: 
Highness  was  amenable  to  the  laws  ;  arid'  in  that  e'ase;it  became 
them,  to  impeach  him  for  his  ^Wedged  crime,  and  ,  not  to:  impose 
oh. his  Majesty  that  task  which  it  was  their  duty  themselves  to. 
perform,    if  the  House  thought  his  Royal  Highness' innocent, 
they  ought  to  declare  him  so  ;  if  they  thought  him  guilty  they 
ought  to  biing  him  to  the  Bar  of  the  House  -of  I&rds-  and 
put  .htm  on  his  trial.     It  would   not  be  uritisuar  for  the 
House  to  bear  in  mind,  that  there  were  two  distinct  subjects  fcr 
t  heir  .consideration  ;  in  the  first  place  the  question'of  the  guilt 
or  innocence  of  his  Royal  Highness  j  in  Hie  'seebn'dy.thecourse.- 
of' proceeding  which,  must  ensue.    The,  first  subject  was  a-, 
judicial  examination  ;  and  the  determination  of  it  must  depend, 
on  an  accurate  and  careful  examination^  the  evidence  that  had 
been. received  upon  it.    The  existence  of  corrupt  practices 
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jnust  unquestionably  be  admitted  to  the  Hon.  Gentleman — tM 
tftily  question  Was,  whether'his  Royal  Highness  allowed  Mrs. 
Cl&t'ke  to  use  her  influence  with  him.  corruptly  ?  Undoubtedly 
if  Mrs.  Clarke's  evidence  was  to  be  believed  there  could  be 
no  question  whatever.  The  case  was  fullyest  ablished  with 
all  its  aggiavattons.  It  was  not  neglect  or  connivance,  but 
original  sm  in  his  Royal  Highness,  which  Mis.  Clarke's  testi« 
mony  went  to  establish  ;  for  she  declared  that  when  she  was 
distressed,  his  Royal  Highress  told  her  her  power  was  greater 
than  that  of  the  Queen,  arid  that  if  she  was  a  clever  woman 
she  would  not  trouble  him  for  money.  Jt  was  to  be  observed 
1  hat  Mrs.  Claike  made  this  statement  but  once.  She  never 
ventuied  to  repeat  it,  although  she  declared  that  she  had  fre- 
quently, when  under  pecn-niary  embarrassment,  applied  to  his 
rRoyal  Highness  for  relief.  But  was  it  possible  for  a  moment 
f0  contend,  that  the  simple,  unsupported,  uncorioborjted 
testimony  of  Mrs.  Claike  herself  with  respect  to  this  suppos- 
ed declaration  of  tkf  Duke  of  York's,  should  establish  its  au- 
thenticity !  Certainly  not.  The  House  n  ould  assuredly  de- 
mand some  additional  authority.  During  the  whole  of  his 
legal  experience,  he  had  never  seen  a  w  ltness  who,  from  her 
story,  fiom  her  character,  and  from  her  conduct  at  the  Bar, 
was  less  entitled  to  credit  than  Mrs.  Clarke.  He  could  not 
therefore  but  be  astonished  at  the  statement  made  by  the  No- 
ble Lord  opposite,  that  he  was  convinced  there  was  not  one 
word  i»  that  individual's  testimony  which  was  not  the  truth. 

Lord  Fo  ikstoni  spoke  to  order.  He  requested  the  Right 
Hon  Gentleman  would  represent  what  he  had  said  coi  rectly. 

The  Chance  f  lor  of  the  Exchequer  was  not  aware  that 
he  had  been  disoideily,  although  he  allowed  that  it  was  in- 
cumbent on  him  to  represent  w  ith  all  possible  conectness  the 
sentiments  of  any  Honoui able  Member,  Heceitainly  had  un- 
derstood the  Noble  Loid  to  attach  implicit  belief  to  Mrs. 
Claike's  testimony.  If  that  NobleLoid,  after  the  opportuni- 
ties which  he  had  had  of  seeing  her  at  the  Bar  ot  the  House  ; 
a^ter  the  means  that  had  been  afforded  him  of  tracing  her  pro- 
gress through  life  5  after  the  pi  oof  that  had  been  adduced  of  her 
paiticipation  in  corrupt  practices,  was  so  far  deluded  by  her 
engaging  manners  and  fascinating  deportment, the  House  would 
not  be  suiprised  that  another  fiail  human  being,  placed,  per- 
haps, morewithin  the  reach  of  her  snares,  and  little  suspecting 
that  she  was  playing  an  insidious  game  with  him,  should  be 
deceived  into  confidence. 

It  was  not  surprising  that  his  Royal  Highness  should  be  oc- 
casionally decoyed  by  Mrs.  Clarke  into  conversations  on  mili- 
tary matters;  that  he  should  sometimes  speak  to  her  on  sub- 
jects which  might  have  been  proclaimed  at  Channg-cross  with- 
out injury  to  the  public  service  5  that  he  should  tell  her  when 
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Toayn-was  to  be  gazetted,  Or  whether  French's  lew  would  be 
allowed*    But  suiely  his  Royal  Highness  might  do  all  this 
without  any  corrupt  motive.    He  wished  the  House  also  to 
pay  attention  to  ihe  circumstances  attendant  on  the  annuity 
of  four  hundred  pounds  piomised  by  his  Royal  Highness  to 
Mrs.  Claike.    In  the  letters  from  Mis  Claike  to  Mi.  Adam, 
she  threatened  h*s  Royal  Highness  with  exposure  it  this  pio- 
nnse  was  not  fulfilled.    What  was  the  conduct  of  his  Royal 
Highness*    Instead  of  conceding  any  thing,  he;  did  all-in  his 
pow  er  to  exasperate  her.    And  how  did  Mis  Clarke  appear  f 
As  an  accomplice.     Not  as  a  lepentant  accomplice — not  as1 
actuated  by  a  patriotic,"  but  as  stimulated  by   a  jevengeful 
feeling ,   a  feeling  so  po-verful  as  to  induce  hei  to  disgrace 
herself  by  the  public  avowal,  that  she  was  engaged  in  cor» 
nipt  practices-down  to  the  Very  moment  at  which  she  gave  her 
testimony.    If  Mrs.  Ciai  ke  was  to  be  believed,  she  had  even, 
put  into  the  hands  of  the  Hon  Gentleman  letteus  of  recommen- 
dation, for  the  purpose  of  procuring  to  them  the  signatures  of 
Membeis  of  that  House     And  was  this  the  sort  ot  witness  to 
whom  the  House,  would  resign  the  chaiacter  of  the  Illustiious 
Individual  accused  '  But  this  was  not  all  Another  stiong  pie- 
sumption  of  hi-Royd  Hlghness's  innocence  arose  out  of  hisrefii 
sal-to  comply  with  Mis.  Choke's  demand",  with  lespect  to  her 
annuity  He  was  w.lhng  toallow,that  when  Mrs  Clarke  wasdis- 
caided  by  his  Royal  Highness, it  wolild  have  been  pieferable  to 
havesettled  on  her  an  annuity,  not  qond'Uonal,  but  absolute;  but 
this  was  not  done, and  so  fai  it  Was  a  fa  valuable  circumstance  to 
the  Duke  of  Y oik,  since  it  could  not  be  beheved,had  he  the  least 
consciousness  of  guilt, that  fin  tne  sake  of  such  a  paltry  sum  as 
fom-hundied  pounds  a  year,  he  would  have  neglected  to  se- 
em e  the  silence  of  one  so  able  to  inculpate  him,.    While  he 
allowed,  th  >t  in  his  opinion,  it  would   have  been  better  had 
his  Royal  Highness  granted  Mis.  Clarke  an  unconditional  an- 
nuity, he  was  pei  feci  ly  of  opinion  with  his.  Hon.  and  Learned 
Fuend*  that  from  the  moment  Mis   Claike  accompanied  her 
lequisition  with  a  tlveat,  the  propriety  of  dfeing  so  ceased,  and 
that  if  atter  that  threat  his  Royal  Highness  had  glinted  Mrs,, 
Clarke's  iequest,  whether  guaty  or  not  guilty,  he  would  in 
deed  have  put  himself  into  her  hands  —  The  unblushing  man- 
ner m  which  this  witness  had  confessed  her  own  disgiace  at 
the  Bar,  ought  to  make  the  House  very  jealous  respecting  her1 
evidence  ,  when  her  gi eat  art  was  lecollected,  hei  adroitness, 
in  evading  the  questions  proposed  to  her,  and  hei  sudden,  want 
of  recollection,  when  at  length  compelled  to  answer,  when 
the  House  considered  the  m_nner  in  which  they  had  themselves 
forgot  her  vice  in  her  pleasantry,  and  her  infamy  in  her  w^t„ 
they  would  not  be  surpused,  that  such  an  artful  and  unpimci-, 
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pkd  Woman,  should  be  enabled  to  talc*  many  advantages  oven 
an  unsuspecting  individual, who  was  attached  to  hei.  It  was  not 
wonderful  that,  she  shbu'd  occasionally  betiay  him  into  coiivei- 
satiort  pn  th&  subjects  which  had  engrossed  his  attention  during 
the  whole,  of  the  day  ?  that  ^he  should  learn  from  him,' whet  her 
Major  Tonyn  was  to  bp  gazetted  on  a  Tuesday  or  on  a  Saturday, 
or  whether  any  new  regiments  were  to  be  laised  or  merely  se- 
cond battalions..  What  man  v^as  theie  in  that  House  who 
could  say,  thai;  at  some  tune  or  other  of  Its  life  he  might  not 
have  fallen  into  the  snares  of  such  a  woman?  And  would  »ny 
one  consider  justice  had  been  rendered  to  him,  had  he  been  con- 
demned on  the  tnfles  which  he  m<ght  have  disclosed  to 
her  in  the  moment  of  undisguised  and  thoughtless  confi- 
dence » 

On  the  pernicious  effects  of  adulterous  intercourse,there  wai 
no  man  in  theHouse  who  have  would  be  disposed  to  hold  stionger 
language  than  himself.  There  was  something  so  loose  in  the 
chaiacter  of  the  times;  theie  weie  so  many  Bills  fiom  the  other 
House  indicative  of  that  character,  that  he  saw  no  reason  fo 
lepentof  the  nieasuie  he  had  proposed  to  make  the  adulterer 
amenable  to  the  criminal  law  of  the  cou.itr)  .  Yet,  in  ihit 
attempt  his  motives  weie  most  gueviously  mi&constiued , 
and  it  was  supposed,  that  theie  was  some  fanatic  in  the 
Commons  ;  some  puritan,  some  enthusiast,  who  was  umvo>  thy 
attention,  while  his  sole  design  was  to  pievent  a  ci  line  which 
was  cutting  up  by  the  roots  all  that  constituted  the  comfort  <>nd 
charm  of  society.  If  the  House  thought  fit  to  reject  his  pioj.0- 
sition,  and  not  to  punish  even  as  a  .iiiademeanoi  such  an  of- 
fence,  let  it  at  least  act  consistently  with  itself,  and  not  inflict 
the  moot  terrible  of  all  punishments  upon  the  Duke  of  Yo>k 
for  his  connection  with  Mis  Claike 

"He  regretted  txtremely,  that  he  was  compelled  to  detain 
the  House  so  long,  but  he  felt  tint  he  had  scaicelyenteied  upon 
the  case  yet.  (Hear 1  H'ar  ')  His  next  step  sho'uld  be,  to  point 
out  some  matenal  contradictions  in  Mrs  CLike's  evidei.ee. 
1  he  first  of  these  was  the  a^teition  repeated  over  ar>d  over 
again  by  so  many  witnesses,  that  Mi  s  Claike  was  anxiously 
desnous  to  conceal  the  tiansactions  in  which  she  ws  engaged 
from  the  knowledge  of  the  Duke  of  York  Di .  Thyme,  Mr 
Robeit  Kmght,  Captain  Pandon,  Mr  andMis  Coin,  and  Mrs. 
Ho venden,  all  spoke  to  this  fact,  wink  Mrs  Claike  declared 
positively,  that  she  did  not  remember  any  thing  like  a  v-ish  ex- 
pressed on  hei  paitfor  secrecy'' — Mi  Knight  had  declared 
that  Mis.  Clarke  told  foim,  that  un'ess  the  Duke  of  York 
would  com"  to  her  terms,  she  w  ould  expose  him  This  Mis.  * 
Clarke  positively  denied  But  she  h<>d  anu.teiest  in  the  de- 
nial, Mi.  Knight  had  no  interest  m  (he  pssernon  Heie  was 
a  complete  contiadiction  of  Mis,  C<  .rkt'i  testimony  He 
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would  not  dwell  on  the  minor  cases  in  which  Mrs.  CIarke?s 
veracity" had   been  impeached,   but    he  could    not  allow 
them  to  pass  wholly  unnoticed     She  had  declared  that  her 
husband  was  in  no  trade   or  employment.    The  evidence 
of  Mr.  Stowei  pioved  that  he  was  a  Stone-mason,  and  that 
while  he  was   in  this  occupation  she  had  fey  him  three 
children.    If  a  witness  be  indifferent  to  truth,  m  matters  of 
no  importance,  the  House  might  be  assuied  she  would  be  re- 
gardless of  it  in  affairs  of  moment,  where  the  temptation  to 
deceive  was   so   powerful.       Looking  at  this  soit  of  tes- 
timony, it  would  be  seen  that  the  Honourable  Gentleman* 
((Colonel  WaidleJ  had  greatly  overstated  his  case,  and  no  bene- 
fit was  ever  derived  from  such  exaggerations!  it  always  defeated 
the  pin  pose  it  was  intended  to  promote-    Again,  as  to.the  evi- 
dence respecting  Dowler,  Mis,  Clarke  said  that  she  only  «aw 
him  once,  and  he  was  much  in  the  same  story.    It  was  clear 
tliat  this  was  a  tale  trumped  up  between  her  and  him  at  the 
midnight  scenes  in  St.  Martin's-lane.    AH  this  contrivance 
was  obviously  to  disguise  the  truth.    He  did  not  know 
to    what   disgrace  and  punishment  the  House  might  think 
fit  to  consign  the   Duke  of  Yoik;    but  he  forVhis  owri 
pait,  would  not  whip  a  dog  upon  such  testimony .  Howdid 
the  evidence  of  a  man,  like  Dowler,  deserve  to  be  esteemed  * 
(tear  !  hear  I)  Passing  by  alLthe  transactions  at  the  Stock  Ex- 
change, let  him  if  Gentlemen  so  please,  cometo  the  Bar  of  the 
House  immaculate,  yet  at  the  bar  he  was  discovered  tnpping,and 
intimating,  notwithstanding  his  preconcerted  plans,  that  he 
was  an  unwilling  witness.    Not  the  least  faith  ought  tobeie- 
posed  w  his  testimony,  and  to  place  reliance  upon  such  a  wit- 
ness would  disappoint  all  the  ends  of  public  justice  Yet  on  such 
incompetent  proof,  it  was  expected  that  the  Dtike  of  York 
was  lo  be  condemned.    Had  the  schemes  of  these  collusive  wit- 
nesses not  been  detected,  he  knew  the  use  that  would  have  been 
madeof  .this  part  of  the  testimony.    A  man  of  this  descuption 
comingfrom  Portugal,  and  corroborating  the  statements  of  Mrs. 
Clarke,  would  have  beenrepiesentedas  an  extraordinary  instance 
of  the  interposition  of  Providence  to  detect  the  guilt  of  the  ac- 
cused.   These  then  were  some  of  the  inconsistencies  by  which 
the  testimony  of  Mrs  Clatke  was  invalidated  ,  but  when  it 
was  also  considered  that  she  was  an  accomplice,  what  mind 
could  hesitate  a  moment  w  ithout  rejecting  all  that  she  had  said 
at  the  Bai  of  that  House,   tending  to  criminate  his  Royal 
Highness  '  Then  clearing  the  case  oTMis.  Claike,  was  there: 
any  ground  remaining  to  support  the  ch„rgeof  conuption  > 

With  respect  to  the  charges  preferred  against  his  Royal 
High»ess,  he  confessed,  that  it  appealed  to  him  a  miracle,  con- 
sidering the  number  of  piomotions  which  must  have  taken 
place  duung  the  period  of  Ins  Royal  Highness's  connection 
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-with  Mrs  Clarke,  that  so  few  had  been  bi  ought  foiwai  d,  and  that 
those  few  had  been  so  satisfactory  explained  In  he  course  of  a 
year  about  fom  thousand  military  promotions  of  one  kind  or 
another  took  place.  During  the  connection,  theiefore,  of  the 
JDuke  of  York  and"  Mrs.  Clarke,  above  ten  thousand  promo- 
tions must  have  occuned ;  but  out  of  these,,  although  Mrs. 
Claike  declaied  shehad.  been  instructed  to  use  her  cleverness, 
only  the  few  instances  of  alleged  corruption  before  the  House 
bad  been  brought  forwaid  ,  and  of  those  few  he  would  venture 
to  say,  that,  with  the  exception  of  Majxn  1  onyn's  case,  there 
was  not  one  which  was  not  satisfactorily  disproved  as  far  as  the 
Duke  of  Yoik  was  implicated  — With  respect  to  Major 
Xonyn'scase,  he  allowed  that  the  circumstance  of  the  Note 
bad  not  been  satisfactorily  explained,  but  he  was  confident  that 
he  should  be  able  to  prove  the  falsehood  of  any  piesumption, 
from  that  circumstance  that  blame  attached  to  his  Royal 
Highness.  If  there  was  no  one  case  but  this,  and  even  this  was 
incapable  of  proving  guilt,  though  it  might  not  exactly  de. 
monstraie  innocence,  the  conclusion  to  which  the  House  must 
come,  would  be  the  same  as  that  of  any  Other  Court  of  Justice 
Upon  the  same  evidence. 

Adverting  to  the  case  of  the  exchange  between  Colonel 
Brooke  and  Colonel  Knight,  he  entered  into  an  examination 
of  the  evidence  on  that  subject and  contended,  that  the  cir- 
cumstances stated  by  Mrs  Claike  weie  wholly  her  own  fabi  i- 
cat'on.    He  totally  disbelieved  that  she  had  made  any  appli- 
cation whatever  to  the  Duke  of  York  on  the  subject.    It  had 
been  p-ioved  that  the  business  had  been  for  months  pending, 
and  yet  Mrs.  Clarke  pretended,  that  having  applied  to  the 
Duke  of  York  on  a  Thursday  ,*she  completed  the  business  by 
the  next  Saturday!  Unless  Mrs.  Clarke  were  ciedited,  not  a 
tittle  of  all  this  was  established.     She  declared,  that  she  told 
the  Duke  she  was  to  receive  two  hundred  pounds  and  after, 
•wards  shewed  him  the  fruits  of  her  labours  ,  and  she  mtrodiu 
eed  into  this  story  what  she  no  doubt  conceived  a  happy  cir- 
cumstance— that  his  Royal  Highness  was  going  out  of  town; 
next  day,  amd  that  he  desired  one  of  his  servants  to  get  change 
for  her,  which  fee  did     The  only  servant,  however,  belonging 
to  the  Duke  of  York,  who  ever  accompanied  h>s  Royal  High- 
ness to  Gloucester-Plare  had  declared,  that  he  never  got 
change  for  any  note  such  as  that  descnbed     To  contradict 
this  witness,  Pierson,  Mis  Claike's  butler,  had  been  called  ; 
but  so  far  from  confiiming  Mrs.  Clarke's  declaration,  that  (be 
note  was  changed  at  night,  he  stated  thai  it  was  changed  in  the 
naflrnin-g.  The  note  therefore  of  which  Pieisc.n  spoke,  could 
not  be  the  note  alluded  to  by  Mrs    Claike,  and  she  lemamed 
totally  unsupported  in  her  assertions  Piei  son's  second  exami- 
nation abounded  with  contradictions.    He  first  declaied,  tint 

he 
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lie  had  no  alteration  to  make  in  his  foiner  evidence,  and  thett 
immediately  added,  that  on  the  night  the  Duke  of  York  went 
to  Weymouth,  he  had  got  change  tor  a  one  hundied  polindnote. 
&ut  on  his  cioss-examination  he  acknowledged,  that  Lodowick 
had  told  him  he  was  deceived,  and  that  he  had  afterwards 
called  on ,t he  Hon.  Mover  He  also  stated  the  note  to  be  far 
one  hundred  pounds ;  to  Mrs.  Clark*  he  had  stated  it  to  befifty 
{Sounds.  He  likewise  declared,  that  he  had  got  the  note 
changed  at  Byfield's  in  Veie-street, while  he  had  before  asserted 
to  Mrs  Claike  (according  to  her  testimony);  that  he  had 
ot  it  changed  at  Stevens's  in  Bond-street ,  and  on  Mrs.  By- 
i*ld's  's-eing  examined,  she  pioved,  that  though  Pierson  had 
called  at  her  Uiop  with  a  note,  he  h*id  not  obtained  change  for 
it.  There  was  not  a  fact  relating  to  this  note,  connected  with 
any  other  wuness,  in  which  the  testimony  of  Mrs.  Clarke  had 
flOt  been  completely  disproved  If  such  polluted  sources  of 
evidence  were  to  be  believed,  there  would  be  an  end  to  all  se- 
curity against  the- machinations  of  fraud  and  revenge.  With 
tespect  to  Colonel  Brooke,  the  assertion  of  his  unfitness,  made 
by  the  Honourable  Movei,  if  true,  did  not  rest  on  the  Duke 
of  York.  Colonel  Biooke  was  a  Major  in  the  army  in  1794, 
which  was  before  his  Royal  Highness  came  into  power. 

The  next  cise  was  that  of  Colonel  Trench's  levy,  and  here 
the  House  were  called  upon  to  accept  of  the  evidence  ot  Miss 
Taylor  in  confirmation  of  the  testimony  of  Mrs  Clarke.  He 
was  not  disposed,  he  said,  to  follow  the  witness  through  all 
her  pievancations  respecting  hei  father  and  her  connections,  he 
would  leave  that  part  of  her  testimony  alone,  and  come  at  once 
to  her  representation  that  she  had  been  ten  years  the  intimate 
fnend  of  Mrs.  Clarke  Did  that  fact,  he  would  ask,  add  any 
thing  but  suspicion  to  her  evidence,  especially  when  it  was  re- 
collected that  she  principally  depended  upon  Mrs.  Clarke's 
bounty  and  charity  fm  support  in  her  embarrassed  situation? 
What  was  it  but  one  gross  contaminated  conspiratoi  handing 
over  to  anothei  matter  in  suppoit  of  her  allegations  ?  Did  not 
eveiy  feature  of  the  case  excite  suspicion  '  Miss  Taylor  had 
aho  represented -herself  ao  a  Lady  keeping  a  boarding  school 
for  the  instruction  of  young  ladies,  and  one  to  whom  the  morals 
of  therisinggenerationweretobeentrusted.  But  it  was  said  that 
her  case  deserved  sympathy  and  feeling !  but  he  would  ask,  was' 
the  House  to  feel  nothing  for  the  character  and  honour  of  the 
Duke  of  York,  upon  whom  it  was  sitting  in  judgment  >  (Hear  ' 
Hear  ')  He  should  disgrace  himself  if  he  was  to  indulge  that 
morbid  state  of  sensibility  that  could  lead  him  to  feel  for  such  a 
woman  at  the  expence  of  the  Illustrious  Peisonage  whose  con- 
duct they  were^  contemplating. 

Some' 
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Some  BonouiabSe  Gentlemen  hr>d  complained  that  this  wit- 
ness had  been, tieated  w  uh  much  harshness  inthe  course  of 
her  ejxamination.at  the  Bai  of  that  House.  He  was  not  sensible 
that  she  had  been  treated  with  any  othei  seventy,  than  that 
which  was  requisite  to  elicit  from  her  what  she  1  eally  knew, 
an4,to  place  in  their  pioper  light  all  the  beanrgs  of  her  evi- 
dence. We  should  besurpiised  indeed,  if,  aftei  a  due  atten- 
tion tQ  it,  it  should  operate  with  any  force  on  the  mind  of  any 
gentleman.  It  must  occur  toeveiy  person  who  attended  tothe 
nature  of  her-  evidence,  that,  in -its  complexion,  it  nearly  re. 
sembled  that  which  was  exhibited  almost  evciy  day  m  the 
Cikirtsof  justice,  by  w.itnesses  who  weie  brought  forwaid  fo, 
theexptess  purpose  of  piojingsome  particular  thingrespectmg 
which  they  had  previously  been  anxiously  prepared.,  Upon 
that  point, then  recollection  seemed  to  be  fiesh  and  full  ;  upon 
every  ojher,  then  memoiy  appeared  a  meie  blank.  Just  so 
with  Miss  Taylor,  she  could  .perfectly  recollect  what  had 
passed  four  or  five  yeais  ago,  but  was  wholly  unable  to  lemem- 
ber  what  had  occuned  only  four  weeks  befoie.  Smely  theie 
was  in  this  something  so  stiange  and  striking,  that  it  was  im- 
possible to  pass  it  ovei  without  some  animadversion.  If  the 
House  attended  to  the  tenoi  and  duft  of  the  language  which 
this  witness  affirmed  the  Duke  of  Yoik  to  have  made  use  of, 
respecting  the  conduct  of  Colonel  French,  they  must  alike  be 
stuick  With  its  utter  Hiipiobabihty.  Was  it  probable,  was  it 
credible,  that  his  Royal  Highnesscould  have  made ^useof  such 
wends,  or  divulged  suchaseciet  in  such  company'  Was  it  ere. 
dibtekewould  have  explained  himself  upon  such  matteis,  be- 
foiea  pei son  in  whose  piesence  he  had  never,  on  any  foimei  oc- 
casion, touched  upon  such  subjects,  if  he  could  possibly  be 
supposed  to  allude  to  transactions  m  which  he  had  a  corrupt 
interest  ?  Incredible  ' — Still  in  the  supposition  that  Miss  Tay- 
lor did  tell  the  truth,  with  respect  to  the  words  alleged  to 
have]  been  used  by  him,  was  it  not  quite  natural  for  him  so 
to  express  himselt  te^pecting  a  person  by  whom  )ie  had  been 
so  pestered  and  nnpoi  tuned  Not  so  as  to  the  language  said  to 
be  used -by  Mis.  Clarke.  To  the  question— How  does  he 
use  you,  dailmg'  is  it  likely  Mis.  Clarke  would  have 
answered,  middling'  She  had  abeady  leceived  one  thousand 
three  hundred  pounds,  out  of  two  thousand  pounds  -  Was 
that  Wbe  called  middling'  She  expected  moie,  and  was  H 
probable,  that  by  making  use  of  harsh  language  in  describing 
the1  conduct  of  Colonel  Fiench  towaids  hei,  she  would  have 
lisked'indisposmg  the  Duke  against  him  >  Wpuld  she  not, 
On  the  contiary,  have  rather  spoken  kindly  of  him,  and  not 
hazard  breaking  that  golden  egg  »  Would  she  not  hayeiather 
observed— It  is  true,  he  yesteis  you,  but  tome  he  behaves 
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veiy  well. — But  even,  although  Miss  Taylof  may  have  told 
the  truth,  as  to  the  expressions  made  use  of  on  the  occasion 
by  the  Duke  of  York,  it  would  not  follow  thaf  they  proved 
any  corrupt  practices  on  his  part  ,  or  that  they  could  frave 
been  liable  to  the  meaning  which  this  evidence  would  fain  af- 
fix to  fhem.  Even  though  the  lery  had  continued  two  month* 
longer  after  this  observation  of  his  Royal  Highness,  no  proof  of 
corruption  could  thence  be  inferred  Might  not  that  permission 
be  fairly  censtiued  into  a  wish  to  aftoid  some  more  time  in 
Ordei  to  see  if  the  levy  could  be  continued  with  better  pros- 
pect to  success '  Where  then  would  be  the  proof  of  any  im- 
proper indulgence  m  this  respect  >  But  what  was  soon  after, 
according  to  Gensial  Taylor,  the  report  of  General  White- 
loeke.  Di4  he  not  represent  that  it  had  already  been  ajtendetl 
with  considerable  expence  ;  and  that  if  it  xd'd  not  proceed  with 
more  success,  so  unproductive  a  levy  must  he  discontinued.'  The 
complaint  of  the  heavy  and  unpiofitable  expence  was  again  re- 
peated about  the  14th  of  April,  and  the  fevj  was  then  disconti- 
nued, and  the  letter  of  service  withdrawn.  Had  the  Duke 
harboured  the  least  suspicion  thai  Mrs.  Clarke  had  corruptly  ob- 
tained a  wra  of  money  by  this  tunsaction,  had  he  been  con- 
scious of  being;  haWe  to  the  suspicion  of  a  corrupt  participation 
m  ttio«e  practices,  would  lie  have  expressed  any  displeasure  ? 
Would  he  not  on  theiontiarj  have  endeavoured  by  some  other 
fiaeans  to  repair  (,he  loss  which  Colonel  French  had  sustained. 
■Surely  some  such  attempt  would  have  been  made  Ijy  a  person 
who  felt  himielf  exposed  to  suih  an  imputation  From  every 
view  of  this  case,  he  upon  his  conscience,  did  not  imagine  that 
auy  unprejudiced  mind  could  be  aflfected  by  the  evidence  of  Miss 
Tayfor,  oirth.s  point. 

The  case  of  Captain  Tonyn  was  another  upon  which  some 
Stress  was  endeavoured  ^o  belaid  His  name  was  among  a  list 
of  recommendations  foi  the  filling  up  of  a  number  of  commis- 
sions s  some  delay  llterwards  ensued  ,  but  that  delay  arose  from 
the  very  natuie  of  the  case.  For  when  so  laige  a  number  was 
to  be  piomoted,  was  it  to  be  expected  that  the  business  could 
be  expedited,  as  ni  tho  case  of  a  single  individual'  As  tovthe 
note  prodmed  by  Ciptum  Sandon,  ra  ordei  to  prevail  upoa 
Captain  Tonyn  not  to  withdraw  the  deposit  of  5001.  much  la- 
bour and  anxiety  had  been  bestowed  upon  it ;  and  very  natu- 
tPalfy,  tor  it  was  the  instrument  brought  out'in  evidence  to  prove 
the  privity  and  participation,  of  the  Ddke  in  the  profits  derived 
by  Mrs.  Clarke  fiom  her  interference  on  this  occasion.  But 
here  the  House  had  agun  and  again  to  pause  befoie  they  could 
king  tbernselves  to  believe  that  the  note  was  really  the  hand- 
writing of  the  Duke  of  York*  They  would  recollect  that  a  pel- 
son  who  proposes  to  commit  a  forgery,  will  take  car*  well  t<» 
imitate  the  hand  he  would  take  off ;  and  then  only  commit  the 
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&et  when  tie  perceived,  after  repealed  study  of  the  same  word 
in  other  letters,  he  should  be  able  to  arrive  at  a  perfect  likeness. 
Of  these  facilities  Mis  Cfarke  was  amply  possessed,  and  there 
nas  an  inference  which  it  was  therefore  not  unfair  to  diaw  re- 
specting the  authenticity  of  the  note  It  was  to  he  admitted, 
that  prrong  the  number  of  witnesses  consulted  with  regard  to 
the  similarity  of  the  note  to  the  hand  wilting  of  the  two  letters, 
there  -wasneaily  a  balance  oT  evidence.  Most  of  them  confessed 
that  the  hand-writing  ot  the  note  was  very  like  that  of  the 
fetteis  ;  hut  Colonel  Brownrigge,  who  must  have  been  well 
acquainted  with  the  Duke's  hand,  affirmed  that  upon  the  whole, 
it  was  not  like  the  hand-willing  of  his  Royal  Highness'  The 
similarity,  was  acknowledged,  but  the  similarity,  as  he  had  al- 
ready observed,  did  not  prove  the  identity  of  the  hand,  or  rescue 
the  note  from  the  suspicion  of  fois;ery.  When  the  House  le- 
collected  all  the  ciicmnstances  attending  the  note,  they  would 
still  iurthei  pause  before  they  admitted  it  to  be  the  Duke's 
writing.  It  would  strike  them,  that  Mis  Chike  said  she  had 
no  recollection  of  such  a  not*'.  She  would  not  indeed  be 
very  forwaid  to  recollect  it,  if  it  was  a  forgerj  Besides  why 
(hd  Mis  Clmke  who  was  so  caretul  to  keep  every  other  note 
and  paper  ot  the  Duke's,  let  out  ot  her  hands  one  of  such  im- 
poitancc,  and  still  have  no  recollection  of  it'  Could  it  be  sup- 
posed, that  after  Wiling  to  ti  e  Duke  for  the  express  purpose  of 
getting  an  answer  from  him  to  '.hew  Tonyn,  she  could  have 
iorgotten  so  parttculai  a  ciicumstance  3  It  was  in  fact,  no  pait 
offer  case;  and  the  only  evidence  respecting  the  identity  ot  this 
note,  or  the  meaning  it  was  intended  to  express,  was  featidon's 
own.  Without  fus  construction,  the  note  meant  nothing.  ^  The 
House,if  they  chose  tocred  it  such  a  constiuction,might  go  farthei; 
they  ntight  let  loose  their  imagination,  and  invent  conjectures 
to  ///-in  and  /lave-tml  with  any  pait  of  the  criminal  ( haige  against 
Jus  Royal  Highness.  But  hq  begged  to  remind  them  that  to 
decide  on  such  ground  would  not  he  a  decision  by  ewdence,  but 
conjectme  ( lltui  '  hear1)  This  note  too,  was  contained  m  an 
envelope  addressed  to  Geoige  Faiquhai.  But  if  this  note  had 
been  given  to  him  by  Mrs  llaike  it  would  have  been  addiessed 
to  herself  Supposing,  however,  the  note  to  have  been  written 
by  flip  Di.ke  himself,  what  then  '  Was  any  thing  moic  likely 
than  that,  without  the  most  distant  suspicion  on  his  pait, of  any 
sinister  attention,  he  might  n  ivc  been,  induced  by  the  address  of 
Mrs.  Claike  to  write  such  a  note,-  for  the  meie  puipose  of 
ridding  hei  foi  a  short  time,  of  the  unpoituiiity  of  hei  friend, 
l»y  quieting  his  apprehensions  for  the  present.  At  least  if  con- 
jecture, was  to  stand  in  the  place  ot  evidence  on  one  side,  it  was 
as  fair  to  assume  it  on  the  olhci  ,  and  he  had  as  ranch  light  to 
assume  this  conclusion  fiom  the  note,  as  those  who  would  ac- 
cuse his  Kojal  Highness  had  to  invent  foi  it  a  criminal  con 
tiruction.    "  There 
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There  were  other  cases  which  now  lemained  for  htm  to  exa- 
mine ;  but  lie  confessed  lie  felt  rather  exhausted,  and  there  re* 
maiued  ranch  tor  him  to  do  in  what  Jie  had  still  to  observe — 
[here  repeated  cues  weie  heard  of  "  Adjourn  '  adjourn  I  goon  ! 
go  on  j 

He  resumed,  with  expressing  his  wishes  that  the  Boujc  would 
not,  on  his  account,  suspend  the  din  ussion  of  the  subject,  as  he 
would  endeavour  to  pioceed  — [An  increased  call  of  Adjourn  ! 
adjourn  'J 

He  rfould,  m  compliance  with  the  feeling  of  the  House,  forego 
any  farther  discussion  of  the  evidence,  and  confine  hun»elt  to  the 
tourseof  proceeding,  which  he  felt  it  the  duty  of  the  House  on 
tins  subject  to  adopt.  The  first  thin™  therefoie  that  he  should 
piopose  was,  a  measure  which,  except  ou  very  extiaordiuary 
e  uergencies,  was  not  a  veiy  decoious  one  to  adopt,  namely,  to 
conveitthe  Address  moved  by  the  Honourable  Gentleman  (Mr. 
WardleJ  into  the  following  Resolution 

Resolved,  That  Chaises  having  boon  biought  against  his  R<wi!  High- 
nessthe  Duke  ot  Voik,  imputing  tohun  persmal  conuption  and  cnmi- 
nal  connivance  in  the<  execution  of  hisota'.e,  and  th  s  House  having  le- 
feaed  the  said  charges  to  a  Committee,  6cc  feels  t  its  duty  to  pio- 
nounce  a  distinct  opinion  on  the  subject 

If  that  should  meet  the  concurrence  of  the  House,  it  was  his 
intention  to  propose  another  Resolution,  m  which  the  House 
would  express  its  distinct  and  decided  opinion  upon  the  aecusatisn 
itself. 

Res  >lved,  That  it  'S  the  op  iron  of  ih  s  House,  aftei  the  fullest  and  most 
attentive  examination  of  all  the  evideni  e  adduced,  that  theie  is  no  ground 
for  chaining  his  Royal  Highness  with  pei^onal  conuption  01  connivance 
at  su  li  practices,  disclosed  in  the  testimony  heard  at  the  bar. 

After  the  House  had  determined  upon  these  resolutions,  he  f<-l£ 
both  due  to  then  affection  to  the  Sovereign,  to  the  character  of 
that  House,  and  to  the  high  situation  of  the  Commandei  m  Chief, 
connected  with  the  near  lelationsljip  subsisting  between  the  Illus- 
trious Peismiage  who  held  that  lcsponsible  situation,  and  the  Mo- 
Harch  of  these  Realms,  to  addiess  theThioue  on  the  subject  of 
the  Inquiry,  on  which  that  House  had  been  engaged ,  in  older  to 
relieve  the  mmd  of  his  Majesty  fiom  uneasiness.  In  that  Atldress, 
he  felt  that  the  House  should  not  pass  by  unnoticed  what  had  been, 
pioved  at  that  bar ,  and  that,  as  the  original  Address,  proposed 
by  the  Hon.  Movei  (Mr.  Wardle),  went  to  pray  ten  the  dismissal 
of  his  Royal  Highness,  from  the  responsible  situation  which  he 
then  filled,  he  did  concevve  that  the  House,  in  its  deejaration  of 
Ins  innocence,  ought  to  make  some  reference  to  the  benefit* 
■which  his  military  administration  had  conferred  upon  the  counlij, 
R  r  2  believing 
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-fcelievinpj  as  he  d.d  in  his  son!,  that  in  Ihe  kingdom  thfie  w-.«  not 
an  individual  more  able  than  Lis  Royal  Highness  to  execute  its 
numerous  and  iirportai't  Jctics  in  thns  conveying  their  opinion 
to  their  Soveieij«n,  he  was  iisipiesaed  wilh  the  nccewrtV  of  also 
embodying  other  sentiments, -which  the  House  must  leei  Fioisi  the 
thscloMiie  which  had  been  made. 

That  an  Adc'reiis  be  presen'ed  to  his  Matt  sty,  humbly  rcvesenlmg, 
that  m  const  quern  e  of  charges  aga  nst  h  s  Roj  al  Highness  the  In  ke  of 
"Voik,  his  faithfii'  Commons  thought  it  their  mdispcnsibie  duty  to  mqu  re 
into  the  same,  in  the  most  soltmn  and  publ.c  manner,  and  afiei  the 
mosf  diligent  and  atten'ive  inqu  ry,  his  most  faithful  Ci, minors,  con- 
s.deting  the  hvely  m'erest  his  Ma;e«tv  must  feel  m  any  mciuirj  into  the 
rchuion  of  his  Royal  Highness  the  Djkeof  York,  thought  it  their  duly  to 
Uy  befoie  his  Majesty  the  iollowmg  Resolutions 

[Here  he  proposed  to  insert  the  above  Resolutions  ] 

And  his  Majesty's  faithful  Commons  think  it  their  du'y  faither  to 
state  to  Jus  Majesty,  that  wmle  the  House  has  seen  the  exeinplaiy  regu- 
larity and  method  m  winch  business  is  conducted  in  his  Royal  Highness's 
offiee,  and  the  salutary  legislations  introduced  by  him^some of  whichwere 
intended  to  prevent  the  very  abuses  complained  cf,  and  wh'chhate  been 
brought  under  leview,  they  cannot  but  feel  the  greatest  1  egiet  and  con- 
cern, that  a  connection  should  have  etis'ed  which  has  thus  exposed  his 
Jtryal  Highness  s  character  to -public  calumny,  and  that  fiauds  should 
have  been  *  arrted  on,  wilh  which  his  Rojal  Highness' s  name  has  been 
toupledf  of  a  most  disgraceful  and  dangerous  tendency  ,  but  it  is,  at 
the  same  time,  a  great  consolation  to  the  House,  to  observe  the  deep 
concern  his  Royal  Highness  has  expressed,  that  such  a  connection  should 
evei  have  taken  place ,  and  on  the  expression  of  that  regret,  the  House 
is  confident  that  his  Royal  Highness  will  keep  in  view  the  uniformly  vir- 
tuous and  exemplary  conduct  of  his  Majestv,  since  the  commencement 
of  his  teign,  and  which  has  endeared  his  Majesty  to  all  his  subjects 

The  House  then  adjourned  the  further  discussion  until  the  fol- 
lowing da  j. 

Thursday,  MiHcn  9. 
The  Order  of  the  Day  having  been  read   for  taking  into 
further  consideration  the  Report  of  the  Committee  appointed 
to  inquire  into  the  conduct  of  his  Royal  Highness  the  Commander 
in  Chief, 

The  CmNCEtLOR  of  the  Ex  chequer  resumed  the  debate  of  last 
night,  with  the  conclusion  of  his  speech,  which  he  had  left  un- 
finished at  the  adjournment,  by  apologising  now,  if  he  had  omit- 
ted it  last  night,  for  the  great  length  at  winch  he  found  himself 
under  the  necessity  of  occupjmg  thesr  attention.  In  the  course 
of  Ins  former  discussion,  he  had  disposed  of  the  cases  of  Brooke 
and  Knight,  and  of  Captain  Tonju's  piomotion,  s>o  as  to  leave  in 
his  mind  nothing  mere  to  add  ta  them. 

With 
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With  respect  to  Colonel  French's  levy,  he  had  learned,  that  fur- 
ther papers  had  been  lately  laid  on  the  table  on  that  subject,  but 
not  having  been  able  to  look  into  them,  he  could  not  speak  par- 
ticularly a»  to  any  new  matter  they  might  afford.  He  understood, 
however,  that  they  referred  particularly  to  a  subsequent  appoint- 
ment, obtained  by  Colonel  French,  with  respect  to  which  he  ob- 
served in  general,'  that  Colonel  French's  appointment  to  that  situa- 
tion did  not  take  place  foi  more  than  a  year  and  a  half  aftei  the 
levy  was  completely  put  an  end  to;  and  thereforetlus  circumstance 
could  not  at  all  affect  the  observation  he  had]former!y  made,  that 
the  Duke  of  York's  not  having  attempted  any  means  to  conciliate 
Colonel  French  on  the  unfavourable  close  of'his  levy,  was  a  con- 
v  memg  proof  that  his  Royal  Highness  feared  nothing  from  the  re- 
sentment of  Colonel  French,  being  conscious  of  having  done  no- 
thing which  that  Officer,  in  the  heat  of  his  resentment,  could 
expose  Had  his  Royal  Highness  been  conscious  of  any  transac- 
tions of  an  improper  nature,  (to  which  Colonel  Frem  h  and  Sandon 
weie  pi  ivy,  it  was  natural  to  think  th.it  he  would  not  have  broken 
with  them  in  so  abrupt  and  decided  a  manner,  but  would  have 
taken  care  not  to  provoke  them  to  a  discoveiy  of  those  proceed- 
ings, by  allowing  them  to  relne  without  some  equivalent  to  induce 
them  to  silence.  Their  dismission, ,  however,  was  complete,  and 
the  subsequent  appointment  of  French  could  militate  nothing 
against  this  observation,  as  that  appointment  did  not  take  place 
til!  nearly  two  years  after,  as  he  had  already  stated,  and  of  whi&fa 
Colonel  French  at  the  time  could  have  no  expectation  An  ob- 
jection ljad  been  made  to  the  conduct' of  his  Royal  Highness,  be- 
cause he  did  not  put  a  stop  to  the  levy  the  moment  he  was  in- 
formed of  the  abuses  alleged  to  have  taken  place  m  Ireland  ;  but 
he  must  remind  the  House,  that  the  complaint  did  not  originate 
with  Genei.il  Taylor  against  Colonel  French,  but  with  French, 
against  the  conduct  and  treatment  he  met  with  ftom  the  Inspector 
General  in  Ireland.  In  answer  to  these  complaints,  a  representa- 
tion was  sent  over,  ot  the  misconduct  of  the  officers  conducting- 
the  levy,  and  as  soon  as  this  arrived  at  the  Horse  Guards,  the  ne- 
cessary measures  were  adopted  for  enquiry.  It  appeared  from  the- 
correspondence  before  the  House,  that  Colonel  Gordon  gave  all 
due  credit  to  the  zeal  and  attention  of  General  Tayloi,  bat  that 
gallant  Officer  was  not  acquainted  with  the  terms  of  the  levy  al- 
lowed in  the  letter  of  service,  and  from  this  circumstance  the  mis- 
understanding appeared  to  have  originated  The  original  aid 
agreed  on  in  the  letter  of  service,  was  forty-five  Recruiting  Ser- 
jeants, and  ten  commissioned  Officers.  Colonel  French  proposes 
an  increase  of  these  to  sixty-three  Seijeants,  which  he  is  allowed, 
on  condition  that  within  a  given  time  it  shall  appear  that  theit 
progress  in  recruiting-  was  more  rapid.  This  trial,  however,  also 
failed;  for,  on  the  2d  February,  1805,  a  letter  is  addressed,  by 
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wder  of  his  Royftl  Highness,  from  General  Whitelocke  to  Eolonel 
French,  complaining  of  the  very  little  progress  made  inremuting 
for  the  levy,  and  adding,  that  unless  the  increase  was  very  consi- 
derable by  the  ensuing  1st  ot  Apul,  his  Royal  Highness  would 
feet  the  necessity  of  recommending  to  his,  Majesty  the  disconti- 
nuation of  the  levy,  as  unproductive  On  the  1 4th  of  April  fo1- 
lowmg,  another  letter  from  General  Whitelocke  is  addiessed  to 
Colonel  French,  complaining  again,  not  only  of  the1  unproductive* 
nessof  the  recruiting  seivice  for  the  levy,  as  compared  with  its 
expence,  but  of  the  disgraceful  conduit  of  the  Non-commissioned 
Officeis  employed  therein,  as  represented  by  the  Inspecting  Field 
Officer  of  the  London  District,  and  staling,  that  he  had  submitted 
to  his  Royal  Highness  the  propriety  of  discontinuing  a  lew  so 
burtbensome  and  unproductive,  and  accordingly  it  appears  by  a 
letter  from  the  Commander  in  Chief  to  the  fcecreUn  at  War, 
dated  [Toise  Guaids,  Apul  16,  {vide  Appendix, )  that  an  eiid  is  put 
to  the  levy  altogether,  tor  the  lessons  previously  stated 

The  Right  Honourable  Chancelidt  here  complained  that  the 
Honourable  Member  (SV'r  Wardlc)  i«  going  ovei  i he  evidence  on 
the  pretedhig  night,  'mi  lead  only  a  part  of  ceitam  letters  on  tin? 
subject,  that  at  tirst  sight  appeared  to  attach  b'ame  to  the  Office  of 
Couimandei  m  Chief ,  wheieas,  had  he  proceeded  farther  in  those 
letters,  and  taken  thoii  parts  m  connection,  a  contrarj  it  suit  would 
have  appealed  (un  ezpiesuon  of  dissent  fram  Mr  ffoiiile  )  He 
ihould  be  extremely  souy  to  misrepiesent  the  Honourable  Gen- 
tleman, but  that  was  his  feeling  on  the  occasion,  and,  if  he  iiad 
been  mistaken,  lie  felt  that  it  could  make  vo  iwpioper  miprcssion 
on  the  House,  as  the  matter  woald  exactly  stand  as  it  Was,  and  as 
the  documeuts,  being  in  the  hanls  of  Membeis,  could  eas.iy 
be  rciened  to,  which,  if  consideied  m  the  whole,  could  lead  to  no 
conclusion  that  would  detract  frc  n  the  zeal  and  attention  of  the 
Commander  m  Chief  This  much  he  had  thought  ttncccs.iry  to 
say,  m  addition  to  what  he  had  staled  last  m^ht,  with  ies(  eet  to 
(  olonei  French's  levy,  and  should  not  trouble  the  House  with  any 
thing  faithei  on  this  ti'bject,  except  with  a  single  lemai It  on  the 
e\pence  said  to  have  been  inclined  bj  this  levy.  It  had  belli  ob- 
served, that  the  men  raised  by  this  levy  h  sd  cost  the  countij  1  r)0l. 
each  bat  it  ought  to  be  remembered,  that  this  estimate  included 
the  whole  machine!)  of  the  levy,  with  the  officeis  rod  noil  com- 
missioned officers,  II  ut  weie  necessary  to  he  hist  laised,  ard  that, 
bad  it  proved  successful,  t'«e  calculation  on  each  man  must  neces- 
sarily have  decreased,  as  the  numbeis  \ieie  augmented  Had  the 
lev j, however,  been  stopped  sooner,  this  calculation  must  have 
been  still  highci.  ho  much  was  this  the  case,  that  on  ev  mining 
ilie  documents,  it  would  appear,  that  had  it  been  stopped  at  the 
end  of  one  month,  it  would  have  cost  10001,  instead  ot  150l.  per 

man. 
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Hum.  To  continue  the  levy  longer,  therefore,  instead  of  being- 
culpable,  became  a  measure  of  economy,  because  in  proportion  as 
rt  was  continued,  the  essence  was  decreased,  till  it  was  found  it 
would  not  answei  any  good  purpose  to  persevere  in  it  longer.  The 
Right  Honourable  Member  concluded  his  observations  on  this 
part  of  the  subject,  by  slating  twolevies  that  came  withm  his  own 
knowledge,  and  which,  had  they  been  stopped  at  the  same  tune 
Colonel  French's  was,  they  would  have  been  attended  With  an  ex- 
fence  of  1 40!  per  man. 

The  nest  point  to  which  he  would  advert  was,  the  case  of  Co- 
lonel Shaw,  to  which  he  comeivedlt  extremely  material  that  the 
House  should  attend  ,  as  in  that  case  would  appear  as  much  false- 
hood, as  in  any  othei  pait  of  the  imputations  brought  foiward 
He  begged  leave  to  refer  gentlemen  to  the  evidence  of  Mrs  Clarke, 
in  which  it  would  appear  fiom  her  answeis,  that  Colonel  Shaw  had 
applied  to  hei  to  piocure  foi  him  an  appointment,  through  the 
medium  of  his  Royal  Highness  the  Duke  of  Yoik  ;  namely,  that 
of  a  Lieutenant-Colonel ,  for  which,  though  she  could  not  imme- 
diately recollect  the  sum  he  promised  her  as  the  reward  of  her 
success,  she  ^ct  believed  it  to  be  10001.  That,  in  consequence, 
she  acquainted  the  Commander  ui  Chief  with  the  olfei,  and  ap- 
plied for  the  appointment  That  Colonel  Shaw  wished  to  be  Co- 
lonel ot  the  Manx  Coips,  in  the  Isle  of  Man,  where  Ins  father  had 
been  Deputy  Governor  That  she  applied  lor  this,  but  did  not 
succeed,  because  theie  were  stronger  claims  in  anotliei  quartti. 
That  she  attei wards  appl.ed,  on  his  behalf,  foi  the  situation  he 
now  holds,  Barraik-Masiei -General  ali.no  Cape  of  Good  Hope, 
foi  which  she  icceived  oOOi.  of  whuh  slk  recollected  to  have  hail 
'JOOl  from  Colonel  Shaw,  ar>d  2001  more  bi  ought  by  some  man 
whom  she  understood  to  be  a  cleik  of  Contts  s,  but  had  a  gieat 
mind  to  send  it  back,  thinking  it  would  be  made  public  But 
that,  not  being  satisfied  with  this  5001.  she  made  a  complaint  to 
the  Commander  m  Chief,  in  consequence  of  which  his  Royal 
Highness  said  he  had  told  her  all  along  she  had  a  veiy  bad  man 
to  deal  with,  that  she  ought  to  have  been  moie  cieful ,  and 
that  h'e  would  put  him  on  half-pay  She  was  asked  if  she  knew 
he  was  put  on  half-paj  inconsequence,  and  her  answer  was,  that 
he  sent  her  several  letteis  complaining;  but  she  did  not  tiduble 
liersell  much  with  leading  them  One  of  the  letters  shega^e  in 
that  night,  she  believed  ,  but  she  thought  him  aheady  too  well  off 
for  his  conduct  to  her 

Now  it  appeals  tiom  the  document  to  which  she  refers,  and 
which  was  a  letter  not  sealed,  not  in  envelope,  and  only  addressed 
to  Mrs  Claik,^,  at  the  bottom  ot  the  sheet,  that  he  promises  hei, 
mslead.ot  fiuOi  an  annuity  of  three  hundred  pounds  a  jear  out  of 
thepioftfsof  his  place.  Was  it  to  be  supposed  then,  that  Mis. 
Clalke,  when  offered  an  annuity  of  3001.  per  annum,  had  any 

cause 
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eause  to  complain  of  Colonel  Shaw,  who,  according  to  her  own 
statement,  was  in  arrear  to  her  only  to  the  amount  of  5001  ?  It 
was  obvious,  from  all  the  circumstances  of  the  case,  that,  as  M*s. 
Clarke  had  no  power  to  accomplish  the  object  of  Colonel  Shaw, 
which  was  inconsistent  with  the  practice  of  the  army,  she  affected 
only  to  make  light  of  an  offer  which  must  have  been  an  object  to 
one  in  her  situation. 

This  was  one  more  instance,  anions  many  others,  in  which  her 
testimony  was  not  to  he  believed,  and  shewed  how  little  reliance 
was  to  be  plated  in  hei  evidence.  With  respect  to  the  promotion 
and  appointment  of  this  Gentleman,  it  was  evident,  from  the  offi- 
cial documents,  that  they  were  carried  on  by  Gcneial  Burrard.and 
were  not  at  all  owing  to  the  influence  ot  Mrs  Clarke  Thecircum- 
stances  were  in  many  respects  inconsistent  with  hei  story.  Gene- 
ral Burrard  had  repeatedly  applied  in  behalf  of  Mi.  Shaw,  and  it 
appeared  from  the  evidence  before  the  House,  that  he  had  applied 
with  much  importunitj.  The  whole  business  appears  farther  to 
have  been  arranged  with  General  Buuard,  who,  in  one  of  his  let- 
ters to  Colonel  Gordon,  on  thfs  subject,  writes  in  the  following 
terms.  Here  the  Right  Honourable  Membei  read  the  letter  fiom 
the  minutes,  of  which  the  following  is  a  copy 

MydearS.r,  ,  March  26,  1806 

To  shorten  the  bus  ness,  I  send  yon  Shaw's  letter,  which  is  nothing 
more  than  to  say,  that  he  gratefully  will  accept,  if  the  Deputy  Barrack 
Mas'erej  atthcCapccan  be  obtained,  with  the  rank  of  L'en'emnt-to- 
lbnel,  and  go  tbeie  m  thiee  weeks ,  I  explained  that,  and  also  lhat, 
if  it  con'd  be  obtaired,  he  wo-ald  be  put  on  ba'f-pay  as  soon  as  it  could 
be  done  His  request  is  to  come  to  London  immediately,  if  he  can 
succeed 

To  Colonel  Goidon.  (Signed)       H  BURRARD. 

The  inclosed  letter  of  Colonel  Shaw  to  General  Buriard,  of 
which  the  following  is  a  copy  iiora  the  minutes,  will  shew  farther 
that  he  accepted  of  the  appointment  with  half  pay,  and  must 
have  known,  when  he  accepted  it,  that  it  was  on  those  terms  he 
received  the  appoiutment . 

My  Dear  S,r,  Pevensey  Ba'racks,  Maish  28,  lSOf. 

1  am  just  honoured  with  your  letter,  and  I  trust  vou  will  believe  that 
I  feel,  though  I  shall  not  attempt  to  expiess  my  gratitude  fur  yom  picsent 
and  many  kindnesses  towards  me,  and  1  <  an  only  add,  that  my  sense  cf 
obligation  can  alone  cea«e  withmy  ex  stence.  I  have,  as  fai  as  the  pre- 
sent time  allow ed,giwn  eveiy  consideration  fo  the  proposal  vou  haVe 
made  me,  and  should  eonce've  myself  most  foitunate  m  succeeding  to 
it,  and  should  Ije  ready  to  pioceed  ui  the  time  you  m<  ntion  1  have  only 
to  leqi  est,  should  the  decision  piove  favouiable,  that  I  might  be  permit- 
ted an  immediate  leave  of  absence,  as  1  should  haveagi-eat  deal  to  ar- 
range in  legarJtoiny  familyj  &c. 

Te  Gen  Burrard.  (Signed)         J.  SHAW. 
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It  ss  clear,  from  these  documents,  that  Colonel  Shaw  must 
ttave'accepted  the  appointment  with  an  undei  standing  that  he  was 
only  to  be  put  on  half-pa?,  while  at  the  same  time  it  is  equally 
<  lear  that  the  business  was  negotiated,  and  the  appointment  ob- 
tained, through  the  medium  of  Geneial  Burrard.  What  interre- 
lation then,  it  might  be  asked,  is  to  be  put  on  Colonel  ShaVs  let- 
ter to  Mis.  Clarke '  The  explanation  of  this  circumstance  was 
lery  easy — Colonel  Shaw,  like  many  others,  having  got  an  ap- 
pointment, for  which  he  appeared  at  fiist  very  grateful  in  having 
obtained,  was-  anxious  to  have  somcth'ng  more.  Having  ob- 
tained, theiefore,  the  appointment  ot  Deputy  Banatk  Mas'er, 
with  the  rank  of  Lieutenant-cokincl  o.i  h  all-pa  v,  lie  wishes  to  be 
placed  on  full  pay,  and  writes  accoidmgly  to  Mrs.  Clarke,  sup- 
posing her  influence  might  effect  it,  making  her  considei  able  offeis, 
iu  case  of  success.  The  result  shewed  how  much  mistaken  h« 
was  in  the  opinion  he  had  foimed  of  her  influence,  and  how  false 
her  pretensions  were  to  such  influence  with  the  Commander  in 
Chief;  for  notwithstanding  this  application,  Colonel  Shaw  had 
been  unable  to  obtain  his  object.  He  trusted  thecase  would  never 
more  be  referred  to,  unless  for  the  purpose  of  disproving  the  evi- 
dence of  Mrs.  Clarke,  which  it  did,  in  his  opinion,  in  the  most  sa- 
tisfactory way 

The  Right  Honourable  Member  then  adverted  to  the  case  of 
Bowler's  Appointment,  which  rested  wholly  on  Mrs.  Clarke's  evi- 
dence and  his  own  He  should  not  repeat  what  he  had  said  for. 
merly'on  this  subject,  but  should  take  a  short  view  of  their  com- 
bined evidence,  as  it  stood  on  the  minutes.  It  appeared  on  the 
testimony  of  both,  that  Mr  Dowler  had  given  Mrs.  Clarke  a  thou- 
sand ponnds,  but  tor  what  purpose  was  not  so  evident  It  ap- 
peared, indeed,  on  the  face  of  the  whole,  evidence  before  them, 
that  they  had  sometimes  united  their  endeavours  m  raising  money, 
and  that  Dowler  had  been  alL  along  the  favaurite  paramour  of  Mis. 
Claike.  In  »uch  circumstances,  it  would  easily  occur  to  the  House 
what  weight  was  to  be  given  to  their  testimony.  Mr.  Howler  had 
elated  positively  that  he  had  employed  no  other  Interest  or  recom- 
mendation m  procuring  his  appointment,  but  that  of  Mrs.  Clarke, 
and  she  had  corroborated  his  testimony  ot  her  application  in  hi* 
behalf.  Ah  Honourable  Alderman,  howevei ,  had  given  his  testi- 
mony, that  Mr.  Dowler  had  at  one  time  attributed  his  success  to 
a  very  different  cause,  and  which  appeared  much  more  probable. 
What  were  the  circumstances,  then,  m  which  Dowler  gave  a  dif- 
leieiit  opinion  from  that  he  had  mentioned  to  the  Honourable 
Alderman,  lespecliag  his  appointment'  After  being  closeted  for  a 
whole  sight  .with  Mrs.  Clarke,  as  they  had  been  in  the  course  of 
the  investigation,  he  comes  to  their  bar  prepared  to  say,  for  the 
first  time,  that  it  was  owing  to  Mrs.  Claike  alone,  that  he  had 
•Warned  his  appointment.    {A  loud  ci y,  Hear  '  Hear  I),  Was 

such. 


(   466  ) 


svih  evidence  as  this  to  lie  relied  on  >  Ho  certainly  did  not  pre- 
tend lp  say  that  lh>s  reasoning,  however  fair  and  conclude  it 
mighf  appear  to  him,  would  satisfy  eveiv  one,  but,  compaimsj 
all  ihe  cimimslances,  and  neighing  the  seveial  probabilities,  he 
■would  lefei  it  to  any  impartial  man,  whether  evidence  in  such 
encun  stances  ought  to  be  credited,  and  whethei  Howler's  acknow- 
ledgment to  the  Honourable  AMcrman  alluded  to,  or  his  testi- 
mony at  their  bai,  was  more  likely  to  be  the  ti  nth'  Individuals, 
however,  in  that  House,  might  have  suffeied  themselves  to  Le 
prejudiced  and  misled,  he  spoke  of  it  as  a  circumstance  not  1111- 
possib'e,  from  the  same  sonnes  by  which  the  public  um.d  had 
been  poisoned.  The  efforts  of  some  of  the  wttkly  and  diurnal 
journals  had  been  unremitted  m  attempting  to  coirupt  the  public 
mind,  to  prejudice  andbias  the  opinions  of  all  descriptions  of  men. 
In  such  cucu  instances,  in  so  general  aconspuacy  against  the  per- 
son accused,  any  tiial  m  any  Couit  of  Justice  -would  have  been 
put  off  till  the  public  fever  had  abated.  Under  all  these  disad- 
vantages, the  pi  esent  eoqwy  had  been  conducted,  and  under  all 
these  bad  impiessions  propagated  out  of  doors,  they  had  now  come 
to  this  discussion.  He  trusted,  however,  that  these  bad  impies- 
sions would  he  removed  by  a  calm  and  temperate  examination, 
and  that  no  undue  impiessions  would  be  peimitted  to  warp  their 
decisions  in  this  important  mvestigati6n. 

Kennett's  case  he  likewise  found  free  from  all  imputation  of 
the  charge  of  corruption.  On  the  second  intciview  on  the  sub- 
ject of  the  loan,  the  appl.cation  had  been  made  to  Colonel  Taj  lor, 
for  the  pm pose  of  procuring  him  a  place,  and  this  as  a. favour  to 
himself,  and  also  to  Su  H.  Mann,  who  had  recommended  him. 
In  the  couise  of  the  pioceedmgs,  the  application  had  been  re- 
fused It  had  been  aftei wards  renewed  m  a  letter  from  Kennett, 
in  which  he  seemed  to  offer  an  advance  in  the  amount  of  the  loan, 
upon  his  appointment  to  a  situation  This  letter  Colonel  Taylor 
had  not  evei  shewn  to  the  Duke,  but  merely  reported  the  con- 
tents — The  lctiei  itself  was  of  a  dubious  import,  and  they  would 
not  suiely  m  common  candour  suppose  the  worst  upon  it,  and 
thai  too  tpon  a  baie  repie-entatiou  ot  its  contents  ,  but  this  pait 
of  ihe  case  ho  should  leave  to  the  obseivatious  of  otheis  that 
were  to  come  after  him 

With  lc-pect  to  Klderton,  this  was  not  pi et ended  to  be  a  case  in 
which  money  had  been  given  01  received  ,  but,  from  some  of  the 
letters  found  at  Hampstead,  it  appeared  that  Mrs.  Claike  had  re 
tened  applications  fiom  this  person  in  lavour  ot  persons  in  whoi.i 
he  was  much  inteiested. — This  cucuiiistance,  if  it  p.oved  any 
thing,  only  shewed  how  extensively  Mis.  Claike  had  propagated 
hei  pretensions  to  influence  with  his  Koval  Highness,  and  that  she 
had  thus  imposed  on  eveiy  person  to  whom  her  kno^ ledge  01  ac- 
quaintance m  an)  degree  extended.    There  was  another  letter 
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also  among  those  papers  found  at  Hampstead,  anil  wntlen  by  El. 
derton,  the  son,  to  his  Royal  Highness  the  Duke  of  York,  thank- 
ing him  foi  having-  obtained  for  him  leave  of  absence  from  su  Ro- 
bert Abet  crombie -i- The  following  is  a  copy  ot  this  letter,  taken 
irom  the  minutes 

Sir, 

It  is  mfmiteh  bevond  tne  pwer  of  language  to  convey  to  your  Rot  al 
Ilisthncosm  adequate  idea  '  f  hp  ex'ont  of  my  gratitude  for  the  great 
fivom  n)i'<h  youhave  deigned  to  tonfei  on  ric,  in  confirming  the  leave 
of  ab  sence  grmted  to  me  by  Sir  Robeit  Abercrombie  Your  Royal 
Hi  ghness  has  raised  me  fiom  the  most  piofound  despair  to  happiness, 
and  I  shall  never  cease  to  bless  yom  Royal  Highnc-s  fjr  \oui  gr.  clous 
condescension  and  goodness,  towards  youi  Royal  Highness  most  de- 
Toted  Sen  ant, 

HENRY  ELDKRTOX 

This  letter,  obseived  the  Right  Hon,  Member,  was  another 
flroof  of  the  way  in  which  Mrs.  Clirkewasin  the  habit  of  im- 
posing upon  those  who  listened  to  her  arts  It  was  found  with- 
out any  envelope,  and  addiessad  on  the  note  itself  to  his  Rojal 
Highness,  without  any  seal,  so  that  it  must  have  been  inclosed 
in  a  covei  or  lettei  addiessed  to  Mis  Clarke  for  his  lloyal  High . 
mess.  His  llojal  Highness,  however,  rould  never  have  reieived 
this  lettei,  otheiwise  how  should  it  have  been  found  among  her 
papers  The  fact  i«,  that  she  had  retained  it,  and  never  given  it 
to  the  Duke,  h  ning  made  this  Officer  believe  that  he  had  ob- 
tained his  leave  of  absence  through  her  means,  and  willing  to 
shew  Mis  Clarke  the  expiessions  of  his  gratitude  to  Ins  Royal 
Highness  for  a  favom  of  which  his  Rova'  Highness  know  no- 
thing. He  had  inclosed  this  note  unsealed  to  Mrs  Claike,  that 
she  might  deliver  it  to  the  Duke  In  such  cin  umstances,  how- 
ever, it  was  not  to  be  supposed  that  it  should  go  farther,  and 
therefore  it  was  found  veiy  niturally  among  Mis  Clarke's  pa- 
pers j  besides,  it  was  well  known  that  his  Royal  Highness  had 
nothing  to  do  with  regimental  absences,  and  could  not  inler- 
feie  in  this  case  with  Su  Robert  Abeicrombie,  from  wham  the 
leave  of  absence  had  m  fact  been  obtained,  without  any  mteilei- 
cuce  on  the  part  of  his  Royal  Highness  the  Duke  of  York. 

The  Right  Honourable  Gentlemen  then duecl.d  the  attention 
of  the  House  to  the  case  of  Major  Turner  This  wps  the  case,  he 
observed,  of  a  peison,  who  nislied  to  resign,  and  be  pei nutted  to 
sell  out.  It  appealed  that  a  letter  had  been  sent  tioni  a  Mrs. 
Sinclair  to  the  Duke  of  Yoik,  saying  that  the  resignation  should 
not  be  admitted  for  months,  as  sne  was  m  a  situation  th  it 
might  then  render  il  necessary  to  know  where  to  find  this  Gen- 
tleman In  consequence  of  this  lettei  the  ojsmess  had  been  de- 
li) ed  for  some  time  till  the  propel  enqunies  could  be  made. 

The 
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The  Honourable  Membra  (Mr.  Wardle)  had  remarked  oa  th..« 
case  with  great  seventy    He  observed,  that  the  Duke  knew  who 
fhis  woman  was,  and  therefore  ought  not  to  have  acted  on  her 
hifoimation,  m  prejudice  of  an  offUer  of  honom  and  merit. 
Does  the  Honourable  Gentleman  then  mean  to  say',  that  no  in 
foimatiou  of  whatever  description  should  have  been  received  by 
his  Royal  Highness  on  such  authority  as  this'    Does  he  meai 
to  say  that  no  information  is  to  be  received  on  suth  authoutj  ' 
Does  not  the  Honourable  Gentleman  perceive  how  far  this  pi m- 
ciple  will  militate  against -»himself,  who  has  taken  all  his  mfoi- 
-tnation  from  Mrs.  Clarke  {atoud  and  icpealed  cry  of  Hear' hem  ') 
who,  m  the  whole  ol  this  business  before  the  House,  has  acted 
on  her  information  {Hear  '  hem  !)  who,  resting  on  her  allega- 
tions alone,  and  without  waiting  to  make  the  necessary  enqouies, 
has  brought  these  charges  before  the  house  '    (lltirr  '  hem  ') 
and  pledged  himself  to  the  House,  on  her  authoiity  alone,  to 
substantiate  them  '    {Hear'  hear')    Should  it  lie  thought  cu. 
mmal  in  the  Duke  of  York  to  listen  to  a  woman  of  character, 
comphiniBg  of  injustice  and  oppression,  while  the  Hon  Gen  ({ft. 
man  himself  attempts  to  raise  his  eharacter  and  fame  in  the  pub- 
lic estimation  on  the  authority  of  anoman  of  an  equally  aban- 
doned chaiacter'    (Heai  '  Mar'1)  They  weie  told  by  Colonel 
Gordon,  at  the  samehme,  that  the  same  attention  would  have 
been  given  to  an  anonymous  letlei,  had  it  appealed  to  contain 
matter  deserving  of  enquiry     An  anonymous  letter,  it  is  true, 
s>ays  the  Honomabie  Gentleman,  may  contain  infoimation  wor- 
thy oi  enquiry,  but  from  a  woman  ot  this  description  -  what 
cenld  be  expected.    Mis.  Sinclair,  however,  did  not  place  the 
information  on  the  authority  of  her  own  •testimony  alone  ,  she 
refers  in  her  leiter  to  seveial  officeis  who  knew  she  said  the  whole 
truth,  and  jet  the  Hon   Mwubei,  under  all  these  circumstances 
of  the  case,  compla.nsot  any  delay  having  taken  place,  01  any 
attempt  at  tnquiiy  having  been  made.     General  Caitwright 
having  been  applied  to,  said  ne  was  ignorant  of  the  mattei. 
Other  enqunies  were  likewise  made,  and  such  intormation  ob- 
tained in  the  course  of  three  weeks  as  satisfied  the  Commander 
in  -Chief    Without  farthe.  delnv,  Major  Turner  instantly  ob- 
tained leave  to  se'l  out,  as  may  be  seen  in  hii>  letter,  which  states 
that  he  bad  received  the  communication  officially  from  Colonel 
Monday. 

riiit,  next  case  to  which  he  should  refer,  was  one  which  had 
been  handled  by  his  Learned  Friend  behind  him  (Mr.  Bchtox) 
last  night,  m  a  mannei  so  congenial  to  his  feelmgs,that  he  should 
find  it  necessary  but  barely  to  allude  to  it.  The  case  was  that 
of  Samuel  Cartel,  and  on  this  he  might  be  peimitted  to  say, 
that  if  Samuel  Cartel  had  no  other  recommendation  than  that  of 
Mrs.  Clarke,  a  peison  cucumstantcd  as  he  was,  would  not  have 
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bwm  ?n  unfit  oli|ect  of  attention,  i.p  ni  eveiy  principle  «f  humane 
as'd  c  (,nMrfei ate  teehng.  If  any  thin£  could  ledeem  Mrs  Clarke 
tn,m  the  l.ilimy  that  fcdlonged  to  h.'j,  it  was  the  manner  m 
winch  f.Jie  hadbeham'  to  that  poo.  }b.<jns:  ifU"  When  asked 
bj  .tiio  lion  Monioei,  ffbetbci  sh<?  kn^w  Cailer,she  ropliedi  j&s  ; 
but  I'm  ha'l  hoped  th  it  Colonel  Waid'c  v  o  nd  not  have  men^ 
iioned  him.  He  had  beea  recommended  to  his  llojal  Highness  by 
Captain  sutton,  who  had  lost  his  in  the  service  rn  1801.  It 
appealed  th-it  th,s  application  hid  been  favourably  icceived.but 
that  nothing  had  beat  done  till  1801  This  delay  was  satisfac- 
torily at  counted  for  hom  the  cutumstancc  ot  there  hiving  been 
uo  vacancies  dining  Mid  period.  He  had  been  represented  by 
the  Honomable  Geatleman  asafootboy  with  Mis.  Clarke,  render- 
ing lus  situation  moie  degrading  than  it  rea'ly  was,  for  it  ap- 
pealed m  evidence  that  lie  was  not  in  Iivtry .  and  he  could 
ic-tliy  see  no  good  purpose  it  couid  serve,  not  wis  it  at  all  con- 
stat with  the  pi  muplcs  of  humanity  to  attempt  to  add  to  the 
degiadation  of  lus  situatjon,  nor  could  I'c  have  been  so  long 
with  Mrs  Claikcasthe  Honourable  Genilf»nau  had  stated.  v The 
rt.ablisthiuanl  in  Gloiu ester  place  did  not  commence  till  IS04,  and 
Caiter  was  gazetted  ui  the  month  of  March  of  that  year?  he 
rouM  not  theieloio  hive  been  more  than  tin  ce  months  with  Mrs. 
vurkc  The  Duke  of  York  on'cormrg  ant  .>  this  connection  at 
GloLd'nterplite,  which  was  certainly  so  m  ith  to  be  regretted, 
and  finding  here  the  poor  soldier's  son,  who  had  been  recom- 
mended to  him,  is  it l unfed  by  moti,<3S  of  kimamty,  and  rescue* 
turn  irom^i's  dcra  situation.  Good  God'  (exclaimed  the 
flight  Hjui,.uauJe  Jljn.he.)  it  am m  is  to  be  punished  for  his 
>'ias,  let  him  r,ot  at  lent  be  p.saished  ioi  his  virtues  (Heart 
htar  ')  On  the  first  statement  of  this  case,  it  had,  he  acknow- 
ledged, cieaiel  a  cons  djiable  sensation,  but  ou  examination  it 
n.Lst  be  set  down  to  bis  Royal  Highaess  on  the  seoie  of-  me- 
r,t  Suppose  even  that  the  original  application  had  been  fi»r- 
-  gotten,  was  it  rot  to  the  ciedit  of  his  Royal  Highness  to  lako 
the  first  opportunity  of  protecting  and  promoting  the  son  of  a 
meutorwus  go'diei,  when  accident  thiew  him  into  these  cwtum- 
stauces  He  could  never  consider  this  young  man  as  a  common 
servant,  and  \shatevei  raysteiy  might  be  attached  to  his  birth, 
though  there  was  little  doubt  that  ho  was  the  son  ot  Captain 
button,  his  lefteis  evinced  that  he  had  leceued  an  education  su- 
penorto  his  siiuat'ou,  anil  i.isteid  of  being  a  disgrace  to  the 
army,  had  proved  himselt  aa  honour  to  it,  and  without  mflti- 
pue  or  protection,  he  had  been  piomoted  by  his  merit  alone  to 
Die  Stift,  m  the  West  Ind.es,  where  he  was  at  the  picsent  time 
wrvmg  lie  had  no  doubt  that  it  would  be  legretted  that  this 
case  hude*<<  been  mentionpd  ,  and  he  hoped  that  whe.i  this  in- 
VtsliFition  sho.ild  be  known  where  he  wis  serving,  it  would  not 

-  a*?,  xx, 'in. -Vol  2  s»  feo 
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be  leoeived  with  a  feeling  vhicb  would  prove  injurious  to  fffe 
young  man,  but  thit  it  would  pioduce  ,i  veiy  contrary  eff-c 

With  respect  to  the  rase  of  Geneial  Cheering,  the  F.i»ht 
Hon.   Gentleman   observed,   that  the  leltei  m  ali  thcr 

hands,  in  which  the  Duke  of  York,  writing  to  Mis  Clar!  e,  said 
that  Clavenng  was  mistaken,  and  ihat  no  new  regiments  were 
to  be  raised.    It  had  been  said  that  this  lelter  appeired  to  have 
been  written  with  gieat  caution,  hut  any  man  vbo  looked  at 
the  letter  would  be  convinced  that  it  was  not  written  loi  the 
public  eye.    This  letter  compared  vuth  other*,  still  shewed  moie 
evidently,  that  the  correspondence  between  his  Rojal  Highness 
and  -Mrs.  Clarke  was  of  a  different  naUife  from    whit  Mis\ 
Clarke  had  generally  wished  tube  believed"    General  (lavermg 
acknowledges  to  have  offered  her  one  thousand  pounds  for  a 
regiment,  and  there  is  very  Utile  doubt  trot  this  had  tempted 
Mrs.  Clarke  to  try  if  there  was  any  probability  of  his  obtain- 
ing such  an  appointment  ;  but  we  find  that  his  Royal  Highness 
immediately  thiows  cold  water  on  it,  and  checks  any  such  inter- 
ference.   It  is  evident  also,  that  the  letter  of  General  Cla- 
venng, respecting  the  plan  of  draughting   from   the  militia, 
could   have  no  connection  with  any  letter  from  the  Duke  s 
otherwise  it  must  have  been  foi  warded  to  him,  and  could  not 
have  been  found  among  Mrs  Clarke's  papeis,  as  we  find   it  to 
be  along  with  that  of  Eldeiton     The  truth  is,  that  she  v.shtd 
to  make  it  to  be  believed  that  she  con esponded  with  (Ik  Duke  on 
those  subjects,  and  pietended  to  forward  to  him  such  letters, 
while  6he;  must  have  been  coiresponding  with  hnu  on  a  veiy 
different  subject,  and  playing  off  her  o-.ui  game  on  the  General. 
With  respect  to  the  communication,  that  no  new  legimeuts  weie 
to  be  raised,  it  must  have  appeared  to  his  B oval  Highness  as  a 
subject  of  indifference,  and  for  that  reason  he  might  not  scruple  to 
correspond  respecting  it  in  that  freedom  of  communication  which 
appears  in  this  letter. 

With  regard  to  the  case  of  Dr.  O'Meara,  without  doubt  that 
nothing  at  all  to  do  with  the  mihtaiy  transactions  of  the 
»  nmmander  in  Chief.  It  could  not  but  be  regretted  in  a  moral 
{taint  of  new,  that  a  prison  of  his  leveiend  profession  should 
feek  the  objects  of  his  wishes  thiough  such  means,  and  that  any 
man  of  his  profession,  should  tome  into  the  i.ai.ds  of  Mrs.  Clarke 
ah  Mich  a  way,  was  much  to  be  lamented  — The  fact  was  that 
Dr.  O'Meara  being  most  anxious  to  preach  before  the  Royal  Fa- 
mily, had  received  a  recommendation  from  the  Archbishop  of 
Tuam  to  his  Royal  Highness,  who  did  not  think  the  worse  of 
Mmseff  for  receiving  it  in  that  way,  so  that  upon  the  whole  o/ 
She  circumstances,  this  case,  though  in  a  moral  point  of  view  it 
m  culpable,  certainly  in  a  military  point  of  view  did  not 
ittach  any  criminality  whatever  to  the  conduct  of  his  Royal 

Highness— 
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7T'i:;!i«"s» — T'rom  sever.il  of  the  letters  which  were  found  in 
fapt.ru  Smdoa's  posses„iou,  he  shou'd  he  a¥e  to  shew  that  his 
Roy  vl  Highness  was  njt  acquuivted  -with  these  tiansactmns  ; 
fer  m  the  very  flist  of  them  Mrs.  CU.Ke  m  a  s'lpri  cqupli- 
mentaiy  note,  desired  Captain  Sindon  by  no  meins  to  cohie  to 
her  at  the  Opera,  as  the  two  Duke's  would  he  in  hoi  h  ix,  aijd 
■Gieenwood  with  h.s  prying  eyes;  so  exttemeiy  apprehensive 
was  she  that  she  shoAi  not  has'en  with  Captain  Saudoi,  who 
H9<  known  to  M.  Greenwood  to  he  one  ol  those  persoas  con. 
^■fi.ied  m  French's  levy,  add  unip  turns  might  an>e  by  their 
being  Men  together.  But  in  anoLher  letter  asidi  stronger  proaf 
of  her  an»iety  to  conceal  these  transactions  from  the  know- 
ledge^ the  Duke  of  Yorjs,  appears ;  for  m  writing  to  Captatp 
Saadon,  she  desired  him  to  be  on  his  guard,  and  never  let  ht» 
lips  breathe  her  name,  it  being  a  matter  of  great  delicacy  .that 
nothing  should  transpire  to  bring  their  names  together.  Ther* 
was  a  still  stronger  proof  in  the  letters  respecting  bpedding'* 
.promotion,  from  which  it  appealed  that  Mis.  Claikewas  very 
anxious  tor  his  advancement,  and  yet  upon  the  evidence  of  Co- 
Joaet  Gordon,  no  such  promotion  ever  existed,  a  further  proof 
of 'the  little  influence  *he  had  ovei  the  Commander  m  Chief 
in  those  trais.,!uious.  Resides  all  these,  there  was  still  a  most 
inclusive  fact  against  the  influence  she  was  supposed  to  hay* 
over  bis  Royal  Highness,  and  this  was  her  own  statement.where- 
iu  she  gave  a  direct  contradiction  to  her  assertions  She  stated 
.that  Mr  Greenwood  was  to  hive  a  share  in  the  money  arising 
from  procuitng  those  pioraoticju,  Now,  could  any  body  Be- 
lieve that  this  was  said  foi  any  other  purpose  but  to  bung  in 
the  name  of  Mr.  Greenwood  as  a  paity  to  these  transactions'1 
And  this  was  a  still  futthei  instance  ot  her  barefaced  disregard 
to  tiulh.  It  was  uol  a  case  wherein  she  was  to  influence  th* 
Duke  of  York,  but  a  plau  to  procure  recoiiiinendations  for 
persons  seeking  pi  emotion 

In  adveiUng  to  the  case  of  the  payment  for  the  p'ate,  h 
observed  that  the  wnole  sums  pud  by  the  Shike  m  draughts 
amounted  to  136J1  which  w.,s  made  m  d  if  tent  piyments  If 
to  that  was  added  the  sum  p  ,d  of  50 Jl  by  sAi»  ciaike,  the 
whole  \  ould  anonnt  to  above  18001.  winch  roily  wis  the  ease. 
It  did  not  appeal,  however,  that  the  Duke  was  aware  of  any 
gieater  sum  than  13631  which  was  about  the  price  of  the  Dnk« 
of  Berry's  plate  The  SOOi  had  been  paid  previously  to  any  of 
these  sums,  and  appeared  to  have  been  unknown  to  his  Royal 
Highness,  and  had  it  even  been  known  to  him,  was  it  to  follow 
thai  therefore  be  must  have  known  the  masinei  in  which  that 
fiOOl  was  obtained  '  She  had  before  that  received  from  his 
Highness  5001.  for  buying  linen  Besides,  as  she  wis  not  in  debt, 
sltui  had  been  living  in  such  cue  imsUnces  as  to  enable  hei  to 
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gixe  mousy,  hit  Royal  Highness  wai  sot  to  suppose  that  if 
elie  had  money  to  dispose  of,  she  must  have  got  it  ni  this  manner. 
It  was  true,  that  Mrs  Clarke  in  her  evidence  stated  that  his 
Boyal  Highness  piovided  for  Gloucester-Place  veiy  l»f tie  wine, 
■whereas  agieat  deal  was  drank  there  ,  hut  surely  -when  his  Roval 
Bigbness's  money  went  generally  for  the  use  of  the  house  and 
the  table,  whether  the  expendituie  of  it  went  in  wine  or  in  any 
ether  article  was  wholly  immaterial ,  and  this  would  appear  to 
be  the  caie  when  reference  was  made  to  the  testimony  of  Mi_s\. 
FavEry ;  and  by  refeiring  to  the  evidence,  it  would  also  be 
found  that  the  Duke,  although  he  did  not  give  bills  for  every 
particular  item  m  the  way  of  housekeeping, yet  there  Mrs.  Clarke 
herself  admits  that  the  Duke  gave  her  bills  to  get  her  netklace 
xmt  of  pawn  from  Parker,  the  jeweller,  in  Fleet  stieet,  which 
necklace  might  have  been  pawned  for  necessaries  for  the  house, 
and  of  course,  whether  the  bills  which  his  Royal  Highness  had 
given  were  to  lake  jewels  out  of  pawn,  that  were  deposited  for 
the  purposes  of  the  house,  or  gave  the  bills  immediately  for  the 
purposes  themselves,  it  amounted  to  exactly  the  sane  thing, 
it  was  for  house-keeping  in  Gloucester- Place. 

But  much  stress  had  been  laid  on  that  part  of  Mrs.  Clarke's 
testimony,  wherein  she  stated  that  she  was  left  in  debt  by  bis 
Royal  Highness  to  the  extent  of  200O1.  He  wished  Gentlemen 
■would,  when  forming  their  opinion  upon  this  part  of  the  case, 
look  -also  to  the  same  page  of  her  testimony.  There  they 
would  find  that  after  she  had  been  separated  from  the  Duke, 
the  house  m  Gloucester  Place  was  sold  for  4,40Ol.  Then  how 
could  it  be  possible,  had  she  meant  to  deal  fauly  by  his  Royal 
Highness,  that  she  could  be  20001.  m  debt?.  Tlie«e  circumstan- 
ces, it  they  did  nothing  else,  must  go  greatly  to  incline  tha 
scale  of  opinion  in  judging  on  the  expenditure  of  his  Royal 
H  ghnesn,  and  consequently  of  establishing  the  fact,  that  it  was 
to  such  an  amoiait  as  preluded  the  possibility  ot  his  pnvity^ 
to  any  other  uniimal  transactions,  ard  it  would  be  seen  in 
that  part  of  her  testimony,  vsheie  she  gives  an  account  of 
Dowiei's  bill,  and  her  ov>n  being  outstanding,  that  his  Royal 
Highness  expended  by  bills  the  sum  of  8001.  to  take  them  up, 
all  of  which  must  ha\e  gone  m  the  article  of  housekeeping  in 
•Gloucester-Plate,  and  therefoie  ctntrm  the  extent  of  expenditure 
which  he  first  made  to  tha!  t^oase,  1  amel) ,  that  the  sum  wasted 
there  did  not  fall  short  of  21,000i  in  the  course  ot  three  years 
and  therefoie  it  was  but  just  to  draw  this  1  lference  from  the 
•whole,  that  reflecting  <  n  tie  extent  ot  this  expenditure,  it  eould 
nevei  be  imagined  that  he  beiieved  she  was  supported  by  coriurl 
transactions  to  maintain  a  household,  which  he  had  so  amply 
presided  the  means  lor  himself ;  the  more  especially  when  she 

was 
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-•was  eternally  tjrawing  upon  jhim  by  drib'eb  of  2001.  SOOl.  atf4 
fOO'l  at  a  time. 

It  may  be  tiffed,  arid  inj*«>ed  be  had  remn'ked  that  soraesforcer 
Vas'  \ai  1  upon  nis  Royal  Highness  not  'looking  mto,  and  exarom-i 
in°\bas  awo'imts  of  expenditure,  aid  the  Hotis  for  which  saeb 
e^p/nJll'tre  tdok  place,  but  Gentle  nen  would  readily  admit  That 
■*ilert  the  riieins  o*' meeting  the  whole' extent  at  the  ntoraeht 
are  pot  "at  hand,  !o->kmy  into  accounts  is  a  vrir  itno'leisaBt,  a'i* 
at  aif  time*  a  disheartening  task  It  was  not,  therefore;' 
to 'be  wondeied  as  when  the  rink  and  sii'iation  of  the  Iflustri" 
osis  Person  were  consi  iered,  that  he  shoal!  neglect  so  irksome 
a^datv 

In"  examining  the  evklenc"  of  Mri  Favery  it  Will  be  seetl 
'IHvt  the  objeit  in  bnn;ia^  her  forwaul  Was  with  a  -view  tn 
<y«roboiate  the  testimony  of  Mr>  Carte  NoW  how,  he  asked, 
Was  it  possible  that  I've  "evidence  of  s  ich  i  worn  tn  could  he 
ffcprnded  upon,  who  had  so  grossly  hh  Vd  herse'f '  She  was 
e'vijent'y  the  hal'-sistei  of  Mis  Clarke,  alihon«rh  she  disavowed 
it."  Wnen  th  it  put  of  her  evidence  was  considered,  wbei  em  .she 
wvs  nitei rotated  as  bcug  a  r  iation  or  Mis  Claike,  was  it  not 
fresh  i'.I  thj  rt-eollev-tion,  how  s'.e  pUyed  will  the  flonse,  how 
she  e.ideivoursd  to  avoid  givi  i^  disti  ct  answeis,  and  beinjr,  press- 
es, ho*  she  at  list  said,"  How  can  I  teH  wlietbei  I  am  the 
(1  iug'itei-of  Mr  F.nqnhu  or  not''*  This,  he  wo'jl '  appeal  to 
th'e  lvholt  House,  \(<  >»  not  Ui"  way  in  whiJi  a  wtness  desn-o.ii 
of  Hbn.;  the  tiiuh,  and  of  not  coaieilm^  it,  would  have  s»tve-i 
evidence  befoie  s  ith.an  Assf  mbiy  T'io  i  her  los'imony  u  itft  re- 
-specl  to  M..  C|h».  It  appeu  d  s^e  ioa  id  out  that  hewassu'ii- 
"inimed  to  »iv»  hi>  teslitn  »iy  rcsjettm*  \.'iat  he -was  supposed 
u.  know  of  her  and  of  Mrs  Clarke  at  then  bar,  she  munedi- 
atelv  reoaned  to  hi"i,  and  endi' avowed  to  eyerie  hirii  into  a 
cik*>  >adeoiit  by  herself,  as  a  reison  fin.  repiesen  m°  him  a* a 
carpenter,  as  a  -hopkeepei,  or  trul'suian,  Irasedmg;,  oi  moving 
about  from  plait*  to  pi  tie,  t»v  tei  ins;  him  that  hir  mott.e  wis 
to  screen  bimfioii  the  t  tsk  of  ben-  cMVJ  to  give  evd-icC 
at  the  Bar  of  Hi  it  Hons-,  «vheien  hei  real  and  secret  motive 
Was  to  co  kcmI  hers'olt  and  her  ad  a  ice  v  th  Ms  CUi  ve,  that 
by  the  app^ nance  ot  luvii,*  i>o  Jainily  cou.u'itioi  with  Her,  tne 
toslmuMij  she  gavei'ii'.e  *e  nbl  uicc  ot  a  disinterested  witness, 
might  hiveihe  moie  erode. ,ti ,  ti>e  more  beiitt  and  weight  au- 
n^xed  to  it  ,  it  r  -what  jthd  .  ppear  in  the  evide  ne  of  Mi  K1U. » 
Why,  in  tact,  th  it  he  h-u!  e-i,doyel  he.  in  tne  name  o'  Far- 
qtihir,  and  tu  th  it  tn.  le  Mis  C  ir^e  huseif  vtsi  «-d  nei  tt  trts 
house,  althoas;!"  m  il.e  auonnt  wuli  she  i;ave  ,tl  the  B<ir  »iu 
gravely  declared  ttiat  shenevei  knew  Fa  very  by  m)  otliei  .H.i,«.S 
Tvtiilst  at  the  sine  mrtiieutshe  <i,»s  p>.t"(tly  t  e  I  .  o  ivncii  Vt 
she  heiseif  had  leeoitiraondel  Ivn  to  >Ir  £d»s  t>v  -v.i  ,  .'t  . 
b  S3 
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Farquhar.and  by  i\o  other,  as  Mr  Ellis  himself  (who  it  would  he 
admitted  was  an  ummpeaehedwilness  every  way, and  whose  charac- 
ter was  that  of  an  honourable,  upright,  and  learned  man)  at- 
tested befoie  the  House.  He  mentioned  these  glann°  falsehoods 
of  Mrs  Cla>ke  and  Mis.  Fa  very,  to  shew  what  sort  of  people  the 
House  had  to  deal  with, to  shew  the  conspuacy  that  existed,  to  oi- 
lubit  one  glaring  feature  of  the  piece,  and  to  manifest  how,  he 
rrght  say,  by  the  most  muaculous  means,  their  falsehoods  were 
discovered. 

He  would  not  take  up  the  time  of  the  House  by  dwelling  on  the 
presumption  that  his  Royal  Highness  had  .conmveJ  at  tile  transac- 
tions in  which  Mrs  Clarke  was  engaged,  or  he  would  not  have 
surrounded  himself  with  some  of  the  most  honourable  chaiacters 
of  which  the  army  could  boast.  General  Calvert  and  Col  Gor- 
don were  two  individuals  of  that^desrnption  But  his  Honourable 
and  Learned  Friend  behind  him  had  impressed  this  part  of  the 
subject  too  forcibly  to  render  it  necessary  for  him  to  say  any  thing 
more  upon  it  "  1  have  now,"  added  the  Kigfit  Honouiabie  Gen- 
tleman, "  gone  through  the  whole  of  this  extensive  case,  and 
liave  made  the  various  observations  which  have  occuned  to  me  on 
the  different  points  connected  with  it.  These  observations  might 
unquestionably  be  extended  to  a  mucb  greater  length  |  but  I 
trust  I  have  said  enough  to  induce  the  House  to  do  their  duty  ; 
and  to  shew  them,  that  with  such  a  case,  and  under  such  circum- 
stances as  those  which  attend  it,  they  must  give  a  decided  opunon, 
aye  or  no,  on  the  question  before  them  After  that  decision  has 
been  made,  it  will  be  foi  the  House  to  consider,  what  will  be  their 
next  expedient  step.  If  the  House  should  adopt  the  Resolution 
■which  I  have  pioposed,  they  must  then  enter  into  a  comparison  of 
the  Address  winch  I  have  submitted  to  them,  and  that  submitted 
to  them  by  the  Honourable  Gentleman  — After  making  th  %  com- 
parison, I  will  confidently  a&sert,  that  the  House  must  prefer  m<ne, 
for  whatever  may  be  their  ulterior  procei-d'ug,  I  am  peisiaded 
that  they  will »  ot  \o  debase  themselves  as  to  shrink  fiomadeclaia- 
tion  of  then  opinion  on  the  whole  cage  ,  and  if  I  am  correct  in  this 
persuasion,  they  must  ,iecess.>nly  abandon  the  Honourable  Gentle- 
man's Adds  ess,  which  i»  founded  on  this  alternative,  namely,  that 
whether  his  Royal  Highness  the  Duke  ot  York  is  guilty  or  not 
.guilty,  the  same  result  must  ensue.  The  Address  proposed  by  the 
Honourable  Gentleman  is  founded  on  the  assertion,  that  nial-prac- 
ines  have  existed,  ai»4  ihat  then  existence  must  have  been  known 
to  his  Royal  Highness  But  whether  or  not,  his  Hjyal  Highness 
Jias  himself  been  guilty  ofcormpt  piactices,  n>  iinmaten<.L  to  the 
substmllve  tneasuie  proposed  by  the  Honourable  Gentleman  Let 
that  be  as  it  may  ,  meithei  case  the  same  cJurse  is  lo  be  taken 
JNow>  Sir,  if  the  Honourable  Gentleman  had  so  framed  his  ordinal 
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charges  against  the  Duke  of  York,  and  had  so  couched  the  speech 
in  which  those  charges  wet  e  opened  to  the  House,  as  to  lay  his 
Royal  Highness's  coi mpf ion  out  of  his  view,  then,  indeed,  the 
question,  before  the  House  would  be  of  a  different  complexion. 
Butthe  Right  Honourable  Gentleman  has  not  done  this.  From 
(he  first  to  the  last  he  has  a'liejed  wrapt  pnctices  against  the 

.  Dtike  of  York  I  trust,  therefoie,  that  the  House  will  do  their,, 
duty,  and  before  they  wound  the  paterm!  ears  of  his  Majesty  with 
any  declaration  of  the  nature  and  amount  of  that  corruption,  that 
they  will  say,  whether  or  not  his  Royaj  Highness  is  guilty  at  all  of 
any  corruption  ;  and,  if  not  guilty,  that  they  will  adopt  the  Ad- 
dress which  I  shall  have  the  honour  of  proposing  to  them.  When, 
the  House  with  judicial  feelings,  shall  havedisposed  of  the  judicial 
question  befoie  them,  the  other  question,*  question  not  dependant 
oa  judicial  reelings,  but  on  considerations  of  general  policy  and 
expediency,  will  remain  to  he  declde  l  Sir,  1  am  far  from  desir- 
ous of  maintaining  the  opinion  that  political  considprations  ought 
to  exclude  all  moral  and  lehgious  consideiations  But  if  moial 
and  religions  consideiations  should  induce  us  to  take  any  step  de- 
claratory of  our  unfavourable  sentiments,  with  respect  to  the 
conduct  of  his  Royal  Highness,  i  trust,  that  in  making  that  decla- 
ration we  shall  not  forget  what  we  are  ourselves  ,  I  trust,  Sir,  that 
onr  moral  feeii.lg  will  not  allow  us  to  be  insensible  to  our  own 
frailties  ;  and  that  onr  religious  feeling  will  induce  us  to  he  chari- 
tably indulgent  to  others,  however  severe  we  may  bo  to  ourselves. 
I  am  convinced  that  the  House  must  be  aware  ot  much  »n  the  cha- 
lacter  and  conduct*  ot  his  Royal  Highness  the  Duke  of  York, 
which  will  make  them  deeply  i egret  the  necessity  (if,  contrary 
to  my  opinion,  suih  a  necessity  should  be  thought  to  exist)  ot 
taking's  jch  steps  as  may  tend  to  remove  his  R-i)yal  Highness  from 
a  situation  for  which  1  torceive  him  pecuhaily  qualified.  If  there 
be  a  man  who  thinks,  lhat  during  the  fourteen  or  fifteen  years  that 
that  illustrious  individual  ha*  possessed  the  Chief  Command,  the 
aimy  has  piospered  in  an  unexampled  manner ,  that  he  has  in,tro- 

,  duced  regulations  of  the  most  wiseand  beneficial  nature  $  that  he 
has  consulted  the  interest  of  the  officers,  and  the  comioit  ot  the 
soldier)';  that  he  his  promoted  merit,  wherever  it  has  displayed 
itself,  thit  he  has  111  pro  tea  (he  general  character  of  the  army,  and 
reformed  its  discplm  ,  taat  he  has  watched  with  paiental  care,pver 
themteiests  of'thc  troops, b\i!  e  ebtablishmentoi  charuable  rastku- 
tionsfor  tlip.i  famili"s,and  of  schools  and  colleges  for  the  pmpose  of 
military  education  ,  —it  thcie  be  a  man  who  thinks  that  any  oilier 
anangeiuntwuVlJ  proba')lj  be 'i.fimtely  less  advantageous  to  the 
aimjaud  to'tliecuuntij, — Ui  if  'I  woukUrfoid  .1  greater  latitudefor 
the  e*etc:se  of  patty  feeling-,, — that  it  might  create  an  endless 
variety  ot  ptUy  jeaiousies  lhatil  would  in  ail  human  likelihood 
open  aiOoi  foi  evei)  descuptiou of  improper  inteifereuf  e ? — tha 
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it  tro'iM  prorlnce  a  change  of  system  which,  considered  simply 
fisarhanje,  TUrttgiyebittb  to  finest  ev 'Is  ;  rftheie  he  a  man  who 
thinks  all  this,  that  nw,  S,i,  wi1!  ire  with  the  deepest  legret  any 
necessity  thitmat  he  ssnppwd  to  ex>st  tor  adopting;  measures 
leading  lo  the  dismissal  fror<'  offiic  of  the  present  illustrious  Coin- 
nijhdor  im  Chief,  I  timet  but  feel,  Sir,  th,U  m  the  course  of  (he 
<o!>«ervr.tii  ps  w'h  «bt«b  I  have  trespa>.seJ  on  fie  pitienccof  the 
Ho'iaemuch  has  b<xn  omitted,  which  I  may  piobau'v  have  arfo> 
thtr  onpm  tmv'y  of  stipulym^  I  tan.'ot  hoietei  lehain  from 
ni?ki>ig;  a  Tew  moarks  on  s©mcthi.i<r  thir  fell  from  the  Honour- 
able GenHemaa  opposite,  at  the  dove  of  hn  speech  lie  told  ua, 
feir,  "  that  the  country  will  decide  on  She  ondjtt  of  the  Comman- 
dei  ui  Chief,  and  <m  the  coiidnct  of  the  House  of  Ccmim<w»  "  It 
the  HonomaMe  Gentlenan  p  e«"t  meieiy  to  state,  that  the  cha- 
racter of  this  tlotjve  with  thv  public  is  an  in»poitmt  consideration, 
and  tint  piopeilj  to  estimate  atidjusth  ro  aoscv.1  "public  opinion, 
was  to  insure  to  otirsel»  es  ihe  weai.s  if  he  in"  <  i\'u  -bio  to  o.  r 
'Country,  I  ent'rcl>  agree  wi.h  !  Bet  it,  wlb  ih  s  "ropintion, 
the  Honourable  Geiitle'i  an  n*tci<dcl  !o  onp'e  theiilta,  that  to 
-any  opinion  formed  by  the  pitUu,  or  4  pirt  of  tno  -{» ibljc,  on 
garbled  extracts  of  thi  eudece,  i.id  counted  thiO.i^Umt  the 
kingdom  with  nial.cioi's  industry,  the  Hot!*  14  to  piy  the  defer- 
•ence  of  submiting  its  owi  ji  dement,  cx<*r'  i«ed  o  1  it*  o,.u  vie  >*s 
of  the  subject,  against  such  1  ;  nn<  ml-?,  I  .uusteutei  my  ■  t  01  test 
protest.  We  miist  hope  that  w  l  at  «c  da  will  b»  d  ily  apj.ieti  1  d 
by  those  fieri  wi  011  we  legislate  ,  Ihit  the  en'i<(hieiied  mk'h- 
•taudingof  the  pe</(le  at  I'ilc,  vtiM  jcivo  cr:.<it  to  th.u  Hcpr»- 
scrilaiivei  for  the  faithful  disthaiije  01  the  triune,'  ed  'n  thews 
and  that  tbty  w.li  toned  «iiv  erio,>->o  <s  imprest  o-s  vh  cn  too 
CiHH.'sot  interested  and  ii»pi  ift  i}  led  u>  ii  nd"/ils  may  havt  endei- 
votsted  lo  produee  If  tht«e  tv  i.ol  'he  fuiiBitnU  by  wh.ch  ihe 
House  wit  uovtm  Iheii'seWes,  I  say  that  our  char  <eit'  is  lost — I 
say  thft  we  had  better  <  t  ».nre  sune  e'er  o.irsJvi?  and  o'u  co.w- 
tiy  to  ihefur.  01  a.  wild  demou  ity  — I  wi  i,M»h  awdent  that 
the  House  th!1  take  the  pirtiniiib  bconio  ilttit  dig.  ity  ,  th.t 
they  v>i  1  put  out  of  the.i  to  is  dei  •  10.1  ~vtry  impression  tat  that 
•whith  (nev  nuy  have  Kctiv«>ii  t.om  'he  t\dt,\c<;  on  tae  t »'>le  r 
that  they  will  cemj  to  afct  sio  1  i-si'i  fttv.Mii!  by  any  ot those  p..i/- 
1  >  .,i>o,i*\  ihi.  tendency  ot  wliit.ii  1-  «  Mla.igt  iou«,  and  to  whuli  I 
have  t«  foiealii'dt  I  feet  coribdti  lib  .t  the  lioirfc  »n.  H>  ,'\e  r 
d.itv,  by  if  J  resenting  to  ihe  lmoneiht.  lonoeeiiCi,  of  his  Hoyal 
H^huess,  as  hi  <ss  his  cbaraitti  has  been  submitted  to  our  inves- 
tig^litiu  Incorotiion  v.itb  evtr,  nian,  I  e.iUiu  1.  a  high  respect 
fir  public  opinion;  ltiu,i  I  <Jo  u  >t  anogak  too  mwh  to  myse  i 
whtn  i  At>  eit,  th't  the  <utetest  «•  h  th  1  ii  ive  m  pieseivmg  public 
opin  011,  is  not  less  1bauth.1t  <>f  iht  llooouiaojt  vjuitiemau ,  aud 
that  „\  ibe  tihole  p»og'cs»  ol  this  n.ijiiiiy,  1  ba.e  evji,ud  the  ie- 
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spett  which  I  t'ci'X  for  \t.  Tn  in  imv  i  islances,  the  course  expedient 
lo  1)<!  ;i  !<»(!>•■;!,  hns  pio..'iiled  an  aiu-nutive  of  extremely  difficult 
choice;  and  miio  case  more  particularly  than  at  the  very  outset 
of  the  busiiwiss,  when  I  ho  House  had  fo  determine,  -whfettifar  the 
investigation  should  be  public,  or  referred  lo  a  Select  Committee, 
The  advice  which  1  then  pivc,  nothing  has  occurred  to  make  me 
repent,  I  do  think,  that  if  the  Doke'of  York  is  to  he  'acquitted, 
as  I  confidently  (rust  iie  will  -he,  of  the.  foul  charges  preferred 
against  hind,  that  the  public  mode  in  which  the  inquiry  has  been 
conducted,  will  he  infinitely  more  satisfactory  to  his  Royal  High* 
ncss,  the  House,  and  the  Country,  than  if  it  had  proceeded  in  a 
more  private  maimer. — That  the  latter  would,'  in  some  respects, 
have  been  the  more  advantageous  method,  I  am  satisfied ;  „but 
that  the  inconveniences  and  evils  would  have  preponderated,  I  am 
completely  convinced.  Whether,  however,  that  course  was  th* 
better  Or  not,  when  once  adopted,  it  was  highly  desirable  that  the 
benefits  which  it  was  anticipated  the  public  would  derive  from  is, 
should  not  be  withheld.  J  was  therefore  anxious,  that  by  ho  ex- 
clusion of  testimony,  any  suspicion  or  jealousy,  on  the  part  of  the 
public,  should  attach  to  our  proceedings.  Throughout  the  whole 
ease,  therefore,  I  have  recommended  the  admission  of  every  de- 
scription of  testimony,  and  have  perhaps  iu  this  respect,  gone  be- 
yond what  Vas  my  strict  line  of  duty.  In  the  elucidation  of  th« 
whole'biisiness,  I  have  felt  as  much  anxiety  a*  if  the  character  of 
a  brolhSr  had  been  concerned  :  bill  in  this  proposition  which  !  anj 
about  to  tender  to  the  House,  I  hare  been  influenced  by  those 
considerations  alone,  which  would  have  influence"  me  in  the  can* 
of  ah  entire  stranger.  I  have  dine  that  which  I  thought  . pub- 
lic justice,  and  public  policy  demanded  of  me.  It  is  ■for  the  House 
to  determine  on  the  question, before  them.  For  myself,  and  for 
the  judgment  which  the  country  may  pronounce  on  my  conduct, 
1  repeat  that  I  am  perfectly  easy.  As  far- as  1  am  concerned,  I 
assure  the  Honourable  Gentleman  opposite*  thai  although  my 
constituents  are  as  popular  in  their  sentiments  as  those  of  any 
Member  in  the  House,  I  have  not.  the  least  apprehension,  that 
when  the  course  which  1  have  puisued  is  explained  to  them,  I  shall 
forfeit -that  confidence  which  for  so  many  years' it  has  bean  my 
good  fortune  to  enjoy."  The  Right  Honourable  Gentleman  con* 
eluded  a  most  eloquent  and  impressive  speech,  by  moving  aa 
amendrce'  it  to  the  motion  of  Mr.  \Yardie.  S  e  page  459. 

Mr.  BtiAGGE  'B'atudrst  disapproved  of  the  Address  proposed 
by  ther  Honourable  Mover  who  opened  the  debate,  and  also  of 
the  course  recommended  by  his  Right  Honourable  Friend,  who 
had  just  sat  down.  With  the  principle  of  his  Resolution,  so  far 
as  related  to  an  acquittal  from  the  charge  of  personal  corruption, 
he 'perfectly  concurred.  But  he  would  prefer  a  more  comprehen- 
sive resolution1,  which  should  at  once  embrace  all  the  noints  of  tha 

case, 
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case,  ftur  there  were  other  < barges  as  veil  as  that  <ff  personal 
corruption  respecting  militaiy  matters  upon  v,!,  ch  iho  Hous>; 
ought  to  pronounce  an  opinion  To  the  course  ofjiw  itiiiit  Hon. 
Friend  he  objected,  because  be  did  not  propose  to  <k<  enough 
in  the  fir»t  ipstan  e,- and  jet  when  thil  was  done,  what  hepio* 
posed  to  do  afterwaids,  appeared  to  bo  from  'ts  tone  and.  manner 
quite  superfluous,  and  something  moie,  if  the  resolution  were 
carried  there  could  be  no  necessity  for  tile  Address  For, 
Unless  it  wis  intended  to  ask  the  king  to  do  *omethi,ig — unless 
it  wa,  to  lejd  some  practical  result,  it  v,.»  liaithi  r  iuu&I 
fior  parliaments! y  to  addiess  his  Majesty.  Of  the  pecnlwr  im- 
portance of  the  question  under  consideration  he  was  fully  aware, 
from  the  connection  of  the  accused  with  our  ?overeign,  and  also 
from  other  causes,  and  the  connexion  he  had  the  liononi  to  have 
Bad  with  the  illustrious  person  nndci  consideration,  he  must 
feel  the  dutv  he  had  to  perform  of  a  -very  painful  Hature,  hut  sttH 
he  should  perform  it. 

Disjppim  iny  of  the  course  recommended  on  both  sides  of  the 
House,  he  still  wished  that  a  derisive  judgment  should  he  pro- 
nounced with  regard  to  the  Commander  in  Chief,  who  under 
all  the  encu instances  disclosed  in  the  evidei.ee  appeared  unfit  t» 
•retain  his  office.  He  would  therefore  propose  that  the  Hons* 
should  come  to  a  resolution  =o  cieailj  and  decidedly  luUrnating 
its  opinion  upon  this  occasion,  that  his  Royal  Highness  himself 
#hou'd  feel  the  propnetyof  resigning,  rather  than  that  the  pa- 
rental feeiTSgs  of  his  Majesty  should  be  disturbed,  by  presenting 
turn  an  address  for  the  removal  ol  his  own  son.  Every  part  of 
the  case  which  disc'osed  any  blame  attiibutable  to  the  Dttke1  of 
Yoik,  Blight  and  ought  to  form  a  paif  of  th  s  resolution.  He 
lepeatejl  th.it  he  acquitted  the  Duke  of  York  of  any  personal 
corruption;  but  theie  were  other  parts  of  his  conduct  which 
called  foi  reprthdision,  and  which  justified  the  resolution  he 
meant  to  submit.  Something  more  m  the  way  of  censure  than 
his  Right  Hon  Friend  piofes^ed,  was  essentially  necessary,  if  ft 
-were  only  as  an  admonition  and  example  to  other  pi mces.  But 
something  moie  was  dut  to  public  morality 

Of  the  whole  of  theJLitei  part  of  bis  Right  Honourable 
■friend  s  Address  he  di«approved,because  it  appearul  to  oe-groUHd- 
^ed  solely  upon  a  lelter  lately  received  by  ihat  House,  of  which 
he  disapproved  also  What  was  it  because  the  Buke  of  Ydrk 
thought  proper  in  tuat  lettei  to  expiess  his  regret  that  his 
oondi'd  had  been  subject  to  ammadveision,  &,c  ttrat  the  House 
express  a  "  confident  expectation,"  as  his  Honourable  Friend's 
AdJress  stated  if,  that  no  such  a  woman  as  Mrs.  Clarke  should 
•ever  again  lwve  access  to  linn,  or  be  allowed  to  influence  bis 
mind  upon  the  suited  of  militaiy  promotions;  nay,  more,  that 
'the  House  should  pat  his  Royal  "Highness  in  competition  with 
shts illustrious  faflier 1  With 
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With  respect  to  the  character  of  the  witnesses  that  had  been 
b»-o'rght  forward,  he  contended,  that  however  suip'cious  that 
character,  however  they  might  be  justly  aecu&pd  of  being  at 
least  accomplices  i»  the  crime  which  they  pr^fencd  to  expose, 
yet  when  their  testimony  was  con  oborated  by  mdupjtablo  docu- 
ments, it  ought  unquestionably  to  have  its  due  weight.  It 
was,  evident,  trom  the  depositions,  that  Mis  Clarke  did  apply 
t»  the  Duke  of  Yoik  upon  the  subject  of  military  promotions; 
and  lh*it,  instead  of  being  repelled,  or  leceiving  a  warning  not  la 
meddle  in  suth  business,  she  was  most  graciously  attended  to, 
and  although  such  evidence  did  not  implicate  the  Duke  oi  Yoik 
in  personal  corruption,  did  not  any  encouragement  of  sucn  inter- 
ference, on  the  part  ot  such  a  woman,  tend  to  con  uptiou  5  indeed 
the  corruption  had  been  indisputably  proved  ;  and  the  uiteifere  ite 
■with  the  management  was  manifest  from  the  letter  alluding  to 
Clavering.  For  although  his  Right  Honourable  i/nend  had  en- 
deavoured in  his  able  and  mgenioas  speech,  to  impress  the  house 
with  the  opinion  that  the  words  of  the  Duke's  letter  to  Mrs. 
Clarke,  referring  to  clavermg,  might  be,  or  was  merely  an 
answer  on  the  part  of  his  Royal  Highness  to  an  appli- 
cation for  inform-'ion  with  regard  to  the  reported  design  of 
raising  a  new  rogiireijt,  but  by  no  means  involving  any  mterfe - 
ence  or  lequest  upon  the  subject  of  militaiy  promotion,  was  it 
possible  that  his  Right  Honourable  Friend,  had  before  he  at* 
tempted  to  induce  smb.  an  opinion,  read  the  whole  of  the  letter 
alludtd  to  1  What  where  the  words*  which  followed  those  quoted 
by  his  Right  Honourable  Friend  »  He  confined  his  attention  to 
this  sentence — "  Clavering  is  mistaken,  111  thinking  that  any  new 
regiments  are  to  be  raised  ;  it  is  not  intended,  only  second  batta- 
lions to  the  existing-  corps  "  But  what  immediately  follows  ' — 
*'  You  had  better  therefore  tell  hi.n  so — and  that  you  were  sure 
there  wovld  be  no  use  m  applying  for  Turn  " — Could  any  One 
mistake  the  meaning  of  this  sentence  ;  and  after  reading  it,  could 
any  one  seriously  assert  that  Mrs  Claike  did  not  intei  fere 
and  exercise  influence  with  the  Duke  of  York  upon  the  subject  of 
military  promotions  !  This  letter  lendered  the  thing  quite  glarings 
and  how  was  the  army  to  feel — how  was  its  inteiest  anu  conse- 
quence consulted,  when  a  general  officer  found  it  expedient  to  ap- 
ply to  such  a  woman  for  a  military  object '  When  such  an  o'ffacer 
had  done  so,  was  it  not  fair  to  inter  that  others  bad — nay  was  it 
not  in  proof  before  the  house  J  These  were  the  reasons  winch  de- 
termined Ins  mind  upon  the  subject,  and  on  that  determination 
he  would  act. 

The  honourable  gentleman  then  proceeded  to  comment  on 
that  part,  of  the  evidence  that  went,  in  his  opinion,  to  prove  the 
existence  of  an  undue  influence  upon  the  Duke  ot  York,  with 
respecjt  tp  militaiy  promotion  He  dwell  upon  tl  e  case  ot  General 
Clavering,  and  asked,  what  was  the  reason  that  induced  a  gen- 
tlemen 
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tleman  of  hfe  situation  and  professional  rank  ioappiy  foMis  (larkc, 
for  the  purpose  ol  tuithtnna  !v>  sdvauceroent  ?  How  ouie  he  U> 
believe  thai  Mrs  Clarke  hail  thai  influence'  Another  proof  of  that 
'influence,  or  v  hat  was  almost  as  bad,  a  general  beltei  th.it  snch  « 
influence  did-exisLwas  the  cituwitante  of  Dr  O'Meaiaj  Availing; on 
Mrs  f  laike  He-  would. also  consider,  that  it  it  had  been  proved  that 
hisBoval  Kighi  ess  used  his  influence  to  gel  situation*,!"  olhei  de- 
partments of  the  state  foi  persons  thus  recount  e.)deJ  from  coi nipt 
Hews,  such  conduct  wou'tl  he  nearly  as  censuiabie,  as  if  he  had  im- 
properly disposed  of  the  places  wh'ch  weie  in  h-s  own  depai  tment. 
As  for  the  letlen  -which  Di  O'Meaia  might  have  bad  flora  the  Aich- 
bishopof  Tiiam.or  other  persons  in  Ireland,  it  lerfamly  was  not 
those  letters  which  introduced  him  to  the  Duke  df  Yoik  Hie 
introduction  which  he  did  receive  was  one  which  would  rather  be 
supposed  to  contaminate  him  as  a  clergyman,  bearing  his  letter  of 
introduction  from  Mrs  Clarke  He  next  adverted  to  'i'onjn  s  case, 
>whitb,  bethought  proved  the  influence  ,  and  here  he  took  occasion 
to  express  his  conviction  that  the  note  so  disputed,  was  m  the 
hand- writing  of  the  Duke  of  Yoik  The  name  of  Major  Tonyn 
had  not  been  correctly  spelt,  it  was  spelt  with  an  i  inMii  Clarke's 
IMJtes,  even  down  to  the  period  at  which  he  was  gaaet'ed  He 
vindicated  Mb*  Taylor's  evidence  and  dwelt  on  tlw  part  that 
Droved  a  direct  understanding  on  the  part  of  the  Duke  of  the  in- 
terference of  Mrs  Clarke  'I  he  credibility  of  this  wjtness  he  did 
not  tlutik  had  been  overthrown  by  the  witness  that  had  been  pro- 
duced Her  connection  with  such  a  woniah  as  Mrs  Clarke  drd 
not  sa  to  destroy  hei  credibility  As  to  Carters  case  he  did  not 
think  it  4  strong  one,  nor  that  much  if  any  blame  was  imputable 
iWthat  promotion  It  appeared,  however,  evidently  that  this  pro- 
motion took  place  through  the  application  of  Mis.  Clarke,  and 
such  interferences  have  been,  and  must  be  prejudicial  to. the  pub- 

lic^ervKfc  conck(Iea  wah  statlng,  that  he  did  not  th.nk  the  ie- 
solutions  of  the  Right  Honourable  the  Chancellor;  01  the  hxehe- 
ouer  went  far  enough  as  to  the  animadversions  with  winch  it  be- 
came that- House  to  mark  and  censure  the  connection  itself,  as 
wetl  as  the  undue  influence  to  which  it  gave  use  With  the 
leave  of  the  House,  he  would  submit,  merely  for  their.consideia- 
tiori,  the  resolution  that  he  thought  might  tend  best  to  promote 
the  obiect  he  had  in  view,and  which  was  not  answered  by  the  re- 
solution of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  He  then  read  a  resolu- 
tion,  which  he  suggested  might  be  substituted  in  ihe  place  of  the 
kit  of  those  proposed  by  the  Chancellor  of  Exchequer .  il  was  in 
Sabstance, 

"  That  the  House  of  Commons  had  observed  with  extreme  regret,that 
H.  K.H.  the  Cmmamlei  m  Ch-ef  1  ad  unto.tunately  fbirntd  a  connection 
of  an  immoraland  improper  suit,  that  it  appear  that  a  eeuain  degie. 
of  mterfotncfc  m  military  p.omutioii*.  had  been  admitted,  winch  had 
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itveiuuf\!l>*  given  "se  to  transactions  ttie  mo-it  .criminal  and  iriiscWeyoiri, 
"  and  by  that  means  pi  veil  a  coiouV  to  charges  of  the  most  serious  'i&irftird 
"  against  bis  Royal  Highness  the  Commander  iu  Chiel." 

Mr.  WmtsiitAn  wa<  exceedingly  glad  that  the  Kigli'HIB/bSitra- 
•})le  Gentleman;  who  had  just  interposed  bet  weed  ih'\\h  wfif^'^We 
Speaker*  bad  done  s«— glad  that  the  Hou-e  bad  the  aAv^nU^f^f 
hearing  hitn,  f'oi  lit  cave "tlie.House  a  judicious  and  inc'ririfro'Wrti- 
b!e  statement,  a  convTtK.ing  and  irrefiagablc  argument — such,  that 
do  man  in  tlie  House  could  dissent  from  Imposition.  He  was  glad 
to  liave  s^i veil  wav  to  that'  K;>*ht  Honourable  Gentleman,"  becatrse 
he  liad  amply  rewarded  the  flflu-e  for'tbe  aWentirtn  it  bi-sth'A'erPon 
his  arguments.  If  it  were  ma  for  this  eicumstauee,  'he,7sh'6ulri 
have  wished  to  liave  followed  tfie  Right  Honou'rawe-  WeiftferfliapT 
on  tbe  other'  side  of  the  House.  He  really  thought?  that  ttSWRig.hft 
Honourable  Gentleman  had  on  this  Wcaslon  surpassed  hittlself; 
.tud  it  would  appear  most  evident  that  if  'the  Duke'of  York  should 
finally  leeeive  any  censure  from  that  House,  it  wouM  not  t^e  for 
want  of  having  a  -mart  ahle  ami  eloquent  advocate.  He -was  dis- 
posed not  only  to  giyc  credit  to  rhe  Right  Honourable  GetMtitin^h 
for  great  ability  air  •the  conduct  of  the  defence  of  bis  HoyaItt%'h- 
ijess,  but  he  was  also  disposed  to  give  him  credit  for  being  deftfateii 
by  motives  pe'rfecSfy  conscientious.  He  could  riot,' howeveir,  ataid 
•say  ins?,  that  in  one  of  the?  best  speeches  which  he  lirad  ^veptfeaM 
fiom  any  living  Member,  thefe-  were;  however,  ScMi'eyifia^ssge's 
which  he  i  egret  ted.  Theue  Were  slime  exrWesSions  'Ahil&eS'fltiftkf- 
nounible  Mover  and  his  friends,  who  were  su ppos£ d  to havg ag.Ufns't 
advised  him,  that  although  he  felt  >himself  called  W  reply "fo,"  his 
should  s£>  far  chastise  his  feelings  as  to' answer  witho'ti'tiany  aip^iijty, 
and  to  beware  of  amy  thing  that  itiight"  bein  anjISegree  offensive. 
The  Right  Honourable,  Gentlemau  began  and*  ended-  his  speech 
by  an  attack  on  his  Honourable  Friend  '(Col:  Ward}*}.-  In  the  cbtt- 
flusion  of  the  eloquent  speech  he  had  this  day  delivered,  he'po.nV- 
mented  severely  on  the  expression  of  his  Honourable  Friericf, 
"  that  the  country  \uxuld  decide  upon  the  charges,  and  upon  hint, 
and  that  they  would  also  decide  upon  the  conduct  of  that  House." 
For  his  pait,-he  could  see  nothing  unconstitutional  in  the  expre  - 
,-ion  of  his  Honourable  Friend,  or  in  tlie  appeal  in  the  sense  lie 
meant  it.  He  certainly  did  no!  mean  to  imply,'  tha|  the  House 
were  to  be  intimidated  in  the  exercise  of  its  functions.;  but  he  did 
think  that  it  was  proper  in  his  Honourable  Friend  to  call- the  atten- 
tion of  the  House,  in  the  most  pointed  manner,  to  the  importance 
of  the  <duties  tbey  were  to  perforiu,  and  to  teli  them  that  the  eyes 
of  their  country,  and  he  might  have  .said  the  eyes  of  Europe,  Were 
upon  them.  It  appeared  to  bim-,  that  this  language  was  perfectly 
constitutional  and  proper;  audit  appeared  most  extraordinary  that 

*  Mr  Ratliuist.  f  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer. 
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tbe.objection  should  come  from  the  quaifei  it  did,  «1k,i  it  am 
understood  that  the  fii it  act  of  that  Right  Honom  able  Gentleman  s 
administration  was  what  he  called  an  appeal  fiom  the  sense  of  Pa,i- 
] lament  to  the  sense  of  the  people—  (Ihai  '  lucn  ')  It  did  not 
tl»ffn,,ajf|}ea)-  to  that  Right  Honouiable  Gentleman  to  be  unconsti- 
Xijijtignal  tp, speak  of  the  sense  of  the  countiy  as  a  thing  distinct 
fjo^the^ewe  of  that  House. 

Uut,tbi!>  came  vutlran  ill-giace  fiom  the  Right  Honouiable  Gen- 
tleman, the  more  particulaily  when  it  was  followed  with  another 
asseition,  that  there  bad  gone  foiuaid  to  the  public  garbled  ex- 
tracts ?tnd  misrepiesentations  of  what  had  been  pro\ed  before  the 
Hquseaf  Commons  upon  this  subject,  for  the  Right  Honouiable 
«Ge,nfleman  complaining  that  theie  wasa  libel  published  upon  the 
subject  now  befoie  us,  is  by  no  me?ans  to  be  consideied  as  a  subject 
pf  complaint  peculiar  to  that  side  of  the  Ho,use  Noi  was  the  Right 
Honourable  Gentleman  without  his  icmedy  against  such  evils;  for 
^if  there  wereany  libellous  publications  upon  this  subject,  the  At- 
toine^General  had  pioved  he  was  not  slow  in  discovenng  such 
blemishes,  and  if  the,ie  wete  such  publications,  it  was  singula! 
fhejfr^b.ontst  have  escaped  the  notice  of  that  Learned  Gentleman, 
Hq f-lt^lmit^edp  however;,  that  t«here  might  be,  and  be  believed 
'fliere  weiif,  ,sonfi,e  publications  of  a.  libellous  nature  upon  this  sub- 
ject,. He  was  conscious  that  theie  was  a  gieatdeal  of  misrepie- 
sentat(QB,at  least,  hut  justice  demanded  that  he  should  say,  that 
thtinit&ieiMesentatioBS  and  libellous  publications  weie  full  as  gioss 
oij'the  which  the  Right  Honouiable  Gentleman  suppoited.as 
,«^)fju  ,t]3at,,*hich  he,,oppor.ed. — The  truth  was,  he  believed,  that 
Jhef^hf  J^and  nusiepresentations  were  as  gross  upon  the  one  side  as 
jt^Wweie  p.pon ,the, other.  ( 'Hear  ! '•  htm  ! ) 
','  '^'jie/Jijgbt  Honouiable  Gentleman  seemed  to  hold  it  over  the 
i-lgusie'-iA^eKrOrem,  that  if  the  Duke  weie  lemoved  fiom  the  com- 
mand .of  £he  ai mj ,  no  one  could  be  found  fit  to  be  entrusted  with 
14.,  /.this  thi eat,  howesvei,  gave  him  110  alaim  ,  for,  so  tai  fiom 
junking  that  it  was  absolutely  uetospiv  to  have  a  I'cisonageof 
{hat  illustuous  bnth  at  the  head  of  the  aun\,  he  consideied  that 
cmlei isjhu dus,  it  would  be  bet  ci  lo  ha\e  a  person  kss  illustuous 
by  bn  t'h  in  that  situation.  That  he  had  done  much  foi  the  aimy 
during  sixteen  yeaisin  which  Ik  had  the  admimstiation  of  it — was 
granted  That  he  had  introduced  leguLtions  beneficial  to  the 
service,  advantageous  to  the  so'dien,  and  agreeable  to  the  intetesis 
of  the  countiy,  was. uianted  Ilonevei  Gentlemen  might  some- 
times sav  in  that  lie  use  "  let  us  deal  with  the  Duke  of  Yoik 
as  with  am  other  individual,"  it  was  peifcctlx  well  u.idci stood, 
that  it  was  utteilv  impossible  to  tieat  the  DukcotYoik  in  the 
same  mannei  as  an  individual  of  less  illustuous  bntl.  would  be, 
ticated.  Would  it  be  said,  that  if  sueh  a  mass  of  evidence  bad 
luiuc  out  iespectmg  the  conduct  r>t  anv  pnvate  individual  m  that 
situation,  tnat  he  could  be  pel  milted  anv  longci  to  letain.  the 

command 
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command  of  the  army  ?  ( ITi  'ar  r  hem  'J  If  it  was  most  noto- 
rious that  any  individual  not  of  the  Royal  Family  would  he  Wr-. 
placed  irotn  his  command  on  such  things  appearing  against'  him, 
•  t  was  absolute  nonsense  to  sav,  "  l(.t  us  deal  with  the  DuKe  ot 
Voi  It  as  with  any  other  indiv  idual  in  the  empnc  -placed  m  thi 
■same  situation." 

lie  was  notinclmcd  to  take  up  the  cause  on  moral const-derations 
and  'lo  'in>e  the  condemnation  of  his  actions  in 'that  sense",  but 

hen  he  leflected,  that  fiom  these  mipioiali-ties  it  was  that  (>o- 
>en>ments  were  shaken  and  thiones  Ovei  turned",  he  could  nor'  but 
pause  on' what  wa  before  him,  and  conclude  that  if  any  other  per- 
son mi  his  situation  had  been  ev posed  to  have  so  much  disclWd" 
a^ai'ist  them  as  the  Duke  ot  Yoik,  he  \.onlc!  have  been  nolrlngu 
Commawtei  m  Chief  It  was  not,  howevei,  his  wish,  to  catch  ar 
everything  as  abound  for  his  ie':>oval,  unless  the  matter  ht  pioor 
■vsassulhcient  to  induce  tnc  lionet,  to  think  that  step  necessai'v 

An  Honom  able  and  Learned  (  entleman  (Mr  Burton)  had  sanl, 
that  when  he  bej;an  to  entei  into  the  consideration  of  the' Vase,  if 
he  had  any  bias  on  bi^  nvnd,  it  "was  lather  against  his  Roynl  High- 
ness. '  fof  his  pait,  he  ,  <  tllv  did  not  fee!  at-fiist'anv  jttejudite  in 
feyour'of  the  accirntioH  ,  but  he  at  the  same  turfe  felt  threat  admira- 
tion of  the  honest),  the  kjui  age,  the  abilities,  and  the  fh  mness  of 
his  Honourable  Fitend  (Colonel  Wardlb  )  The  Right  Hououia- 
ble  Gentleman  (the  Ch  ancfli  or  ot  the  £\cK£<->tj£tf)  had,  in  con 
deninmg  the  Address  moved  by  his  Honourable  Fr'iend,  said  that 
he  was  celtam  it  did  not  emanate  fiom  bis*  0W1  mind,  but  that  1  e 
had  submitted  it  to  the  considei atiofr  of  men'of  coofer  Aeitd*  bv 
whom  he  was  influenced  Now  if  this  expression' 'was  to  be  takijjl 
hteralh,  it  would  rathei  appeal  as  a  compliment  to  <h.>se  eoo/ir 
heach  which  wele  alluded  to,  and  it  would  appear  that  if  theie  weie 
any  thing  of  mtempeiance  in  the  mind  of  hu  Honourable 'Friend, 
he  could  not  leave  done  any  thing  better  than*  to  hav'e  surStrrtted  his 
pioposition  to  thejudgment  of  men  ofcoolei  heads  ■  If'flie.expie'-- 
sion,  howevei,  was  not  intended  to  convev  that  meaning — if,  on* 
the  contiaiy,  it  was  meant  to  be  insinuated  that  his  Honourable 
Fi  lend  had  lent  himselt  to  designing  men,  and-had  becOnne  their 
mstiument — and  if  the  allusion  was  to  any  of  his 'friends- ih1" that 
House,  then  he  was  suie  that  the  chaige  was  utteily''fal8e  and 
giomidless 

it  had  been  moie  than  insinuated,  that  he  had  secret.lv  advised 
his  Honomahle  Friend  as  to  the  course  which  he  should  puisuc 
upon  this  occasion,  as  it  he  had  conspired  with  his  Honourable 
Friefld  to  persist  in  the  examination  of  this  subject.  He  bested 
leavtMo  lefei  to  the  ongin  of  this  pioceeding,  not  with'fe'vipw^of 
e-v  pressing  any  resentment  at  the  insmu'ation,  however  •driwortta. 
whfch  had  been  thrown  out  against  himself,  but  merely  that  'his 
Honourable  Fnend  should  stand  on  tiue  grounds,  and  that  he- 
might  not  be  involved  in  any  suspicion  which  ought  not  to  attach 
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to  the  chaiacter  of  a  Member  of  Parliament  — It  had  hem  n.sii),]. 
atejt,  that;  his  Honouia-ble  frnend  had  advisee  upon  this  scibjei  t 
who  did  no)  appeal  ypon  the  [>nhbc  discussion  of  it  And  it  had 
bi  ep  oti.(e  b  ud  th  it  they  were  peison-,  who  daie  not  come  toi  ward 
He  d|d  i»ot  ad  v  Pit  to  tnis  insinuation  with  aits  am>(i,  butmeiely 
lor  the  puipose  of  explaining  them  t,i  Kiiali  of  his  Honourable 
Fiiefld  iUit  it  had  been  tbiowu  out,  ard  seemingly  with  a  view 
of  inducing  the.  House  to  form  an  unfavomable  opimon  of  his 
Honourable  Fi lend, , foi  it  was  aftei  one  of  the  cJiai.res  which.was 
s.uppo'-eci  to  have  entirely  failed — tie  did  not  say  now  whether  that 
charge  was  proved  or  not — it  was  up  )n  that  occasion  said,  that  sou  e 
.pejsons  weie  behind  the  curtain  whose  names  could  not  he  avowed  , 
and  pioteitm^  against  the  le^ulantv  of  such  an  insinuation,  and 
let  ting  indiknant  at  the  noment,  asconsciou^  that  no  Member  has 
a  tight  to  call  another  Member  to  know  w  ho  u  was  advised  htm  , 
but  tut  tiulh  wafc,  that  tit  was  was  not  the  advisei  of  tin  iionoura- 
1<U- Fh,iih,1  upon  thtv  occasion  It  was  far  otherwise.  Although 
lie  had  the  pit-asm*  of  komunn  his  Honourable  Fivcndfoi  twenty 
}tdi%  he  tiad  not  for  the  tatt  two  years  any  conversation  whatever 
wjth  i  mi  ,t  vcept  once,  in  acon-panv  at  dinner,  «hi  n  his  Honour- 
able hieuj.toUt  him  he  had  ihest-  C  bar«es  He  stated  to  him  the 
evident*  ion  which  they  weic  to  besuppoit"d  Upon  which  oc- 
canovj  !k  said  to  bis  Honoiuablc  Friend,  that  it  was  inciedibJe  to 
hyii  u^attsutli; charges  could  be  substantiated  -  he  reminded  him 
also  of  all  fhe  heaiAwmings.  «!nch  the  optning  of  such  a  charge 
would  nece^saritv  p/odyce,  and  that  in  the  evtnt  of  a  failuie,  the 
iucyoventejaces,  which  tt  would  piod.ice  would  be  incalculable 
He  reminded,  h/is-lj.onow,able  1'  nt  nd  of  what  bioils  and  troublt  s  he 
Tould  t^ing  Vip^Wl  bi(Bsclf  by  ^uch  an  accusation  and  of  the  dis- 
grace vbKq  mutrt  t^eoras^illv  follow  if  Hie  charm  i.  »ue  Oot  sub- 
stan.^|e4'  by  proof,  ,  His  Honourable  hiend,  howevei,  said  that 
he^vv^s  depsnnukad:  to  pi/oceed  ,  to  winch  he  (Mi.  \\  hitbread 1  an- 
S«ered>,  "  if  you  a>e  dptei  mine  ^  <>u  t>iat  eoui^ei  will  he  m  m;  place 
m  ttw;  [J9«se  of  Cominons  ,  and  if  urn  move  foi  an  nxpnn  into 
those  ^Karifes,  I  wilt  vote  foi  a  Committee  loi  that  Inciuin',  ami 
l'(\o  ngij&nk  that  anv  Mp.inbei  of  ''ailia  nent  can  letuse  to  i>rant 
you  thstiuqmn  "7— Ttn*-is  tiie,  whole  o+  the  historv  of  the  proceed- 
ing* which,  t  have  had  with,  in\  •tioiiouiable  Piiend,  eviept  one 
other  conveisatiop  ip  Hie  stieet  As  to  the  mannci  in  which  lie 
conduptqd  himself  upon  thi-  husmoii  afteiwaids,  the  whole  Hou*e 
were  viitnesses  of  it — ( lhaj- 1  m.ut  '  hcai  'J— I  undei  Mand  that 
xny  HonouiabJe  Fiiend,  dunng  my  absence last  ms-bt.  wai*sogood 
a?  to  tt&e  $oine  kiijd.es  pressions  towaids  me  1  have  done  no  moie 
♦ovvai d>,lurn  than  Ifeel  mvself  boynd  to  do  towaids  anv  other  Mem- 
ber <if,  thi*  House,'  He  said  that  he  did  not  mean  any  thing  uft- 
Iiatricfjorne  toward&tbe  Gentleman  on  the  other  side  of  the  House, 
Soi  While  it  was  hu  object  to  seek  out  justice,  so  he  believed  it 
vaa,  tke^oUjeiM  o(  those  vyho  w«e  opposite  to  bunt  although  they 

might 
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might .  differ  as  to  the  means  by  which  that  justice  was  to  be  ad- 
ministered, and  it  did  appear'to  him,  forvanous  reasons,  that  his 
Honourable  Friend  did  require  some  assistance  in  the  course  of 
tins  proceeding.  Now,  it  was  said  by  some  persons  that  his  Ho- 
rrourable  fcnend  flew  off,  flinched,  did  not  daie  to  take  thejudg- 
mentof  the  House  on  the  guilt  01  innocence  of  the  Commander  in 
Chlicf — How  so>  Had  he  not  said,  and  had  he  not  sh^wn,  that 
the  Duke  of  Yoik  knew  of  these  tiansactions,  such  as  they  were* 
Had  be  not,  in  the  Addiess  which  he  pioposed  to  the  House,  in 
frei  ms  of  tempeiance,  such  as  ought  to  be  submitted  to  the  Throne, 
biought  foi  ward  such  matter  concci  ning  the  Commander  in  Chief, 
as  should  be  stated  to  a  Soveiei^n  and  a  Fafbei  >  Why,  if  his 
lionouiabk  buend  had  proposed  adiffeient  Resolution,  he  would 
diave  been  told,  and  that  too  by  the  veiy  peisons  who  now  com- 
plain of  this  Resolution,  how  mdecoious  i  t  was  to  approach  the 
Thione— ^how  crust  to  h  Jit  the  feelings  of  a"  tathei  Hr  any  haish- 
ness  ©f  e\pie<4ion,  denoting  dee  isivel\  the  guilt  of  his  Royal  High- 
ness, and  he  would  have  been  asked,  why  he  did  Dot  adopt  a 
nuldei  way  ?  He  had  no  hesitation  in  saving,  thaf  he  thought  the 
jrrtsent  Addics  the  most  decorous  ami  at  tlitjsame  time  most  de- 
teijilmed  language  which  the  House  of  Commons,  could  cairy  to 
the  Thione.  He  would  go  fuithei,  and  «av,  that  the  opinion  of 
his  Honourable  lnend  d'd  not  diftti  fiom  his  own  It  was  his 
opinion,  and  he  now  deflated  it,  as  a  Member  of  Parliament, 
otKi  looking  attentive  h  at  the  evidence,  that  it  was  lmposMbli* 
but  that  the  Duke  of  \  oik  should  have  known  of  these  roi  nip- 
tioits,  and  comipt  practices  of  Mis  Clarke  -^^Hi  ar  '  hear  1 ' )-*• 
He  was  not  unmipiessed  witli  the  sanctity',  is  it  were,  of  this  qu^ 
tion  [t  was  much  to  be  deploied,  that  th'is  [hepury  had  been  <-ct 
on  foot ,  much  eul  le-ulted  from  U  for  the  present,  but  how  was 
that  to  be  averted  — l'lie  House  of  Commons  hacf  instituted  this 
Inquuv,  and  must  now  go  thiough  its  duty  If  he  thought  the 
Duke  ot  \  oik  innocent,  he  should  sa\  so  in  explicit 'terms,  and 
that  would  give  hint  pleasuie,  but  (eelingthat  the  Duke  of  Yom 
was  to  a  degiee  guilty,  he  wished  to  coin  ey  an  expression  of  that 
guilt  to  the  Throne  in  teims  as  mild  as  possible  But  the  Right 
Honoiuable  Gentleman  had  stated,  as  an  objection  to  this  proce- 
duie  against  the  Duke  ot  York,  that  he  may  one  day*  in  given 
events,  ascend  the  Thione  of  these  Realms,  now,  this  to  him 
was  rather  an  inducement  than  a  dissuasive  for  pioceedlng  to  cen- 
sure him  for  miscouduct ,  for  it  would  shew  to  bis  Royal  Highness 
that  he  must  pave  the  way  with  justice,  in  ordler  to  asce'nd'the. 
Throne,  that  there  is  no  othei  way  to  the  Thione ,  and  it  was^tohe 
observedthat  veiy  man\  gieat  men — great  by  then misfol tunes  and 
disgi aces—  had  nsen  from  disgrace,  although  much  more  oftvri 
Iroin  their  own  punty  and  virtue.  And  heie,  for  the  sake  of  the 
leehtigs  of  the  King,  he  would  not -attempt  to  e\press  his  own,  bui 
ill  terms  which  became  the  subject     Hut  as  the  Right  Honourabk 
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Gentleman  had  put  it,  he  would  ask,  whether  it  was  possible  to 
pass  ovei  that  which  had  been  stated  upon  this  subject,  he  would 
not  say  with  dextenty,  but  certainly  with  boldness,  'that  there  was 
no  guilt  proved  to  attach  to  the  Duke  oLYoik,  but  that  there  had 
beeneveited  some  influence  ovei  him,  foi  the  Right  Honourable 
Gentleman  thought  that  guilt  not  pioved,  but  that  shameful  in- 
fluence was  pioved  as  e\eicised  ovei  the  mind  of  his  Royal  ILgb- 
ne-s,  and  the  Right  Honouiable  Gentleman,  veiy  propeih,  moved 
this  Resolution,  the  natuieof  which  he  must  expffem  It  was  not 
loi  the  sake  of  getting  a  few  votes,  that  he  observed  on  the  fallacy 
of  the  ailments  of  the  Chancelioi  of  the  Exchequei,  but  foi  the 
7>ui  pose  of  elucidating  the  sub  ec  t ,  and  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer w  k  not >«o  litfle  skilled  in  Fa  liaiuentary  pioceedings  as 
not  to  kno >\,  that  it  is,  easv  to  iiio\e  a'Miess  without  those  woids, 
omitting  c.eiv  th  ng  about  coni>,<tion  but  those  who  thought  that 
knowledge  of  conuptiou  was  |>  oved,  *  ould  not  be  entiaped  into 
a  Tote,x<i.ch  as  that  which  was  now  I  etore  the  1  ome 

'An  Uonomable  and  Leatnei  Cent'ui  nn  ;.Mi  Button)  had  said, 
that  «uch  e\  iderice  would  not  be  iecei\eclm  Couitsof  Justice. 
It,  howe\e.,  tnat  Honoui-.Ue  at,d  Learned  Gentleman  (who  was 
a  Judge)  chaiged  Junes  in  that  mannei,  the  ^uatest  dimes  would 
oken  piss  unpunished  MtmUiswould  geneialh  escape  detection, 
ji  sucn  so>  t  ot  evidence  as  has  been  pioci'.ctc'  in  this  case  was  de- 
clared inadmissible  in  a  toirit  ot  Justice  it  vas  known  such  evi- 
dence was  icceived  in  cases  of  hie  and  death,  and  that  many  had 
softeied  death  on  slighter  pi  oof  The  Ilonouiab'e  and  Leai  ned 
Gentleman  (Mr  Bui  ton)  had  descnbed  himself  as  being  very  neai 
the  giave  any*  ,Qthei  Gentleman  in  the  House  might  be  as  neai 
the  giave  as~that  Honouiable  Gentleman,  and  theiefoie  the  so- 
lemnity of  those  kind  of  appeals  went  foi  nothing  If  the  mind 
<us  not  thou  fighly  nnpie  sed  v»ith  the  l'ita,  theie  was  no  pomp 
ot  mgu  age  which  could  giveany  weight  to  sucli  an  appeal 

'S  he  Right  HonouiaBle  and  the  lloio  n  ih'e  Gentleman  on  the 
o'hef  side  of  die  f lou>e  fiist  labouied  to  disqualify  the  witnesses  in 
mass,  and  secondly,  to  chsqualify  by  classes,  and  by  then  connec- 
tiims  11  howevei,  evidence  of  this  nature  wcie  not  to  beadnntecl, 
■a here  was  evidence  to  be  sought  foi  to  piovt  any  liidnect  and 
(oruint  |  lattices'1  Was  it  in  the  office  ot  the  Comniandei  in 
(  [net,  and  to  Colonel  Goidon  that  application  was  tube  made  > 
No.  if  conuption  is  to  be  traced,  it  is  neccs'aiy  to  examine  some 
ot  those  who  have  been  the  msti  uments  of  this  conuption  If  the 
Right  Honouiable  Gentleman  wished  to  disqualify  as  witnesses  all 
females  that  wele  acquainted  with  Mis  Claike,  what  should  be 
Mid  of  the  testimony  ot  the  Captains,  Geneials,  and  othcis,  who 
were  also  acquainted  with  hei,  and  who  sought  that  acquaintance 
from  co.iupt  motives >  It  was  hard  and  unjust  to  deny  all  cicdi- 
feijtty  to  afiv  female  who  should  be  unfoitunate  m  one  respect. 
Miseries  and  satttrmgs  n.ore  than  enough  were  felt  by  those  \m- 
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happy  females;  and  God  knows,  that  if  theii  stoiy  were  fairly 
told,  theie  weie  bat  few  of  thern  who  had  not  most  serious  com- 
plaints to  make  of  oui  sex — few  of  them  who  had  not  been  ori- 
ginally deceived  by  falsehoods  and  peijuiy  of  the  blackest  "kind 
fi  om  men.  (Hear.'  Hear  'J  And  jet  men  weie  their  accusers, 
and  loaded  with  every  reproach  those  who  might  have  passed  their 
lives  in  happiness  and  honoui,  if  the)  had  not  been  bettajed  by 
their  falsehood  This  leimnded  him  oi  the  stoiy  of  the  Lion, 
that  obsei  vmg  the  many  pictmes  in  which  Lions  weie  conqueied 
by  men,  exclaimed,  "  O,  if  Lions  could  paint,  the  stoiy  would  be 
diftetent"  The  same  ob  ervation  might  applv  to  many  of  those 
unfo'tunate  females  it  they  weie  to  tell  then  stoiy,  they  might 
com  plain  moi  e  of  the  falsehoods  of  men  than  w  could  do  of  them , 
and  yet  now  it  was  argued  that  the  e>  idonce  of  a  woman  should 
weigh  foi  nothing,  because  she  had  In eJ  in  a  state  of  adultery 
Such  a  lule  was  nevei  heaid  of  m  the  comts  of  cnminal  justice  or 
of  common  law  We  heaid  eveiy  v.beie,  and  paiticulaily  at  the 
outpoits,  of  men  condemned  to  deDtn,  on  the  evidenced  women 
of  the  most  abandoned  chaiacteis,  as  tai  <is  female  chastity  was 
conceined  It  was  known,  thai  in  out  supei  101  com  ts  of  law,  upon 
the  evidence  of  a  woman,  whom  horn  motives  of  delicacy  lie  should 
not  name,  a  will  had  been  piov-cd,  by  whic  h  a  considerable  pio- 
peity  had  beeu  detti  mined 

It  had  been  said,  that  Mis  Cia'  ke  lrd  been  actuated  by  the  most 
deliberate  and  detei mined  vengeance  When  the  woid  vengeance 
was  mentioned,  it  was  natuial  to  think  a  little  about  pievaricatfotii, 
and  in  this  i  expect  he  must  peifectly  agiee  with  the  sentiment  that 
the  tlight  Hon  Gentleman  (the  Chancelloi  of  the  Lvchequei)  ap- 
pealed toenteitain,  that  his  Royal  Highness,  with  lespect  to  his> 
pecuniaiy  tiansactions  and  airangements  with  Mis.  Claike,  had 
conducted  himself  in  a  wav  which  was  by  no  means  creditable  to 
him  ( He^u  'Hear')  The  sepaiation  was  said  to  have  been  In- 
consequence of  impropi  lety  in  Mis  t  lai  no's  conduct,  and  the an< 
nuity  was  to  be  give. i  as  long  as  hei  conduct  should  becoypccf; 
and  jet  those  wno  weie  best  mfoimed  upon  the  subject  could  not. 
point  out  to  the  Mouse  a  single  instance  of  this  mipropiietj  01  m- 
conectuess  which  produced  the  sepaiation,  or  which  was  to  ac« 
count  foi  the  piomised  annuity  uot  being  paid  The  claims 
which  it  was  said  ti  at  Mis  Clai  Le  made,  was  merely  a  solicitation- 
that  slie  should  be  paid  what  she  had  been  piomised,  and  the  tin  eat, 
as  it  was  called,  was  mentioning  to  Mi  Adam  in  a  letter,  that  if 
she  had  no  other  resouice,  and  was  dtiven  to  it,  she  would  publish 
the  Dukes  letteis  It  did  appear  to  him,  that  the  usage  Mis. 
Claike  had  received,  was  such,  that  it  was  almost  impossible  lor 
hei  to  avoid  mentioning  it  to  hei  fi  lends ,  and  they  would  natu- 
rally ask;  her  if  she  had  any  lcteis  of  his  Royal  Highness  The  story 
would  liecessanly  getabioad,  and  so.nebody  would  eithei  offer  hef 

money 
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money  for  the  letters,  or  eke  suggest  to  her  that  she  could  get  ojoe 
or  two  thousand  pounds  from  a  booksellei  fpi  publishing  them  It 
■was  impossible  tbafshe  should  not  have  beta  old,  or  that  she  should 
not  conceive,  that  it  she  chose  to  publish  those  letters,  she  would 
get  some  money  foi  them  foi  booksellers  It  was  therefoie  veiy 
natuial  for  hei  to  mention  to  Mi.  Adam,  that  if  she  was  lett  no 
other  lesouice,  she  must  publish  those  letters.  As  foi  this,  deli- 
berate plan  «f  vengeance,  winch  she  was  supposed  to  have  been 
long  meditating,  it  ceitainly  did  not  appeal,  that  when  she  was  at 
Hanipstead,  and  Uesti oy ed,  and  gave  to  be  destioyed,  an  immense 
»iunbei  ot  nn poi taut  letteis,  that  she  could  be  meditating  ven- 
geance) If  she  had  been  planning  any  scheme  ot  vengeanceat  tlwt 
time,  she  v«ouid  have  Kept  all  those  letteis  As  to  the  geneial 
charactei  ot  Mis  Clatkes  testimony,  she  cei tainly  did  shew  de>r- 
tenty,  vivacity,  levity,  cftiontciy,  and  even  impudence,  but  he 
HQuU}  not  agiee  with  the  Hight  Honourable  Gentleman  ((he  Chan- 
cellor ot  the  Exehequei),  that  hei  Oe*iteilty  was  01  could, be  such 
3s  to  get  i h!  ot  ail  the  impoitant  questions  which  were  put  to  hei 
She  was  examined  toi  man>  houis,  until  she  had  neai  ly  ran.ted,  by 
theKi^ht  Honourable  Gentleman,  who  had  himselt  been  the  late 
Attorney,  Genet  at,  and  also  by  the  prcscut  Attorney  General 
There  was  at  o  acuips  of  lesei  ve  ot  the  Solic  itoi  Geneial  and  ottiej 
Lawgners,  to  tiy  all  then  poueis  of  cioss-examination  As  to  the 
levtt  of  hei  n>annei  otansweiiug,  gieat  indulgence  was  dire  to  a 
■fteinan  who  found  n.ost  ot  the  Jlembcts  well  disposed  to'.auuli  at 
ftlt  her  sallies,  it  she  W4S  encouiaged  b>  that  conduct  to  cai  ly  that 
mode  of  answeung  to  an  impiopei  pitch  But  whatwa.  le-'lly 
p-ipduced  bv  the  cioss  e\amwation  ot  so  many  able  and  e\pen- 
eflced  lawy  ei.s 5  It  only  produced  a  numbei  of  stones,  and  exposed 
a  numbei  of  names  that  would  ne\er  ha\e  otbei  wise  come  to  light, 
and  in  all  of  these  it  had  been  tumid  uupossib'e  to  contradict  her 
examination  by  s6  many  able  and  e.\i)Cneiiced  lawyeis  in  any  es- 
sential point 

On  the  hist  examination  of  Wis  Claike,  she  mentioned  nothing 
about  tho-e  letters  ot  the  Duke  of  \  onv,  and  did  not  shew  the  hast 
intention  of  pioducmg  them,  fehc  was  in  a  niannti  compelled 
to  produce  them,  by  Geneial  Clavenng  choosing  to  come  down  to 
the  House  foi  the  puipose  of  impeaching  hei  testimony  1  he 
evidence  of  Geneial  Clavenng  would  hwve  borne  down  Mis 
Clarke,  if  she  had  not  piodueed  the  lettei  ot  the  Duke,  mentioning 
the  nam*  of  Clavenng,  and  pioymg  that  be  did  apply  to  her  about 
military  piomotion  Afterwards  by  accident  the  letteis  ot  Claver-. 
ing,  which  weic  di  coveiedat  Hanipstead,  completely  overturned 
the  testimony  of  Geneial  Clavenng,  and  left  him  as  black  .as 
Eiehus.  It  was  equally  necessary  foi  her  to  produce  the  second 
letter  She  had  been  asked,  m  the  couisc  of  the  cioss-examination, 
1»hethei  she  Jiad  been  CAer  apjUed  tu  fox  piotuoticiis  la  the 
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Cfiurtti,  iiid  the  rrvnticned  in  answei  that  l)i  O  Meaia,  wiigj 
w-^ntcd  to  be  made  a  15tslu>p,  had  applied  to  hei  This  answer  oc- 
casioned uliiveisal  Uughter  in  the  House  No  one  believed  for  a 
w>meiit  ai  story  that  seemed  so  absuid  and  pieposteioi.s  Gentle- 
men seemed  astonished  at  the  audacity  of  the  witness  in  invent- 
ing (as  tbev  supposed)  such  impiobable  falsehoods  It  then  life- 
time necessan  to  shew  that  she  had  told  the  tiuth,  and  the 
Dukes  lettei  about  Dl  O'Meaia  was  also  pioduced  Theie  didt 
not  appeai'any  tknw;  of  detibeiate  vengeance  in  this  conduct  of 
Mrs.  Clarke  She  e.\ posed  no  lettei s  but  what  weie  absolutely  ne- 
cessary to  supnoit  hei v  tc.stim.on>  ,  and  it  she  had  mentioned. a 
mimbei  of  names  and  circumstances  not  immeitiateJv  beannsfupoo 
the  question  for  which  she  was  called  as  a  witness,  it  was  becaustf 
those  answers  weie  extoi  ted  from  hei  in  the  cioss  examination 
He  leallv  thought  that  the  Attorney  Geneial  had  not  betteied  his 
case  at  all  by  hi*  long  cross- examination  of  Mrs.  Clarke  He 
if'ould  not  go  into  an  examination  of  the  otlier  lettei  s  What,  he 
>woald  ask,  could  send  Dr.  O'Meara  to  Mrs.  Clarke,  but  the  sup- 
position that  she  possessed  all  the  influence  ovei  the  DitKe  of  Vofk 
that  was  generally  attubuted  to  her*  Would  any  man  have-»Ue* 
lieved  such  a  cucumstance,  if  this  letter  had  not  been  piodocedt 
What  could  have  sent  the  Protestant  hieraichv  of  h  eland,  having 
s  recommendation  fiom  the  Archbishop  of  I'uam,  hnt  Hie  )«h 
Mia«ion  that  she  could  effect  all  that  hei  a<>ent;>  assei  ted  J        '  < 

A  Leained  Gentleman  stated,  that  he  had  a  list  of  twenty  ei^ht 
instances  in  which  Mrs.  Clarke's  testimony  was  contradicted. 
One  of  these  iclated  to  her  declaiation  that  she  had  nev6i  repre- 
sented heiself  as  a  widow  By  whom  was  lie r  evidence  im-. 
peached'  Why,  by  Mi  Nicholls ,  in  his  opinion,  a  most  tnv 
pcachable  evidence  himself ,  foi  it  must  be  m  the  lecollecSton  of 
the  House,  that  this  most  tDoitku  evidence  came  into  possession  of 
a  nuiribei  of  most  impottant  documents,  for  such  the»  turned -out 
to  be,  belonging  to  Mis  Claike,  and  that  he,  dishonestly* -OT"aft 
least  ille^allv,  withheld  them  I'hej  mt^ht  be  papers  affecting 
he i  life,  and  yet  he  would  not  suffei  hei  to  pen.se  them.  The 
Hijrht  Honouiable  Member  had  spoken  much  of  Mis  Clai-ke's  deie* 
tent\  ,  but  what  dextentv  could  have  enabled  herte  produce  such 
jncontiovei  lible  pi  oof  of  all  she  had  stated  lespectme;  Geneisft 
Claveito^s  application  to  hei  >  Did  «l.e  know,  at  the  time  she 
(list  mentioned  him  at  the  Bai,  that  this  letter  was  m  existences 
Dextetity  1  one  ounce  of  tiatuie  was  woith  five  thousand  w«eight  of 
dexteiity.  He  had  often  seen  nide  natuie  bum;  an  evidence 
thiough,  but  he  never  saw  that  effected  by  what  was  called  dex- 
terity Of  this  nature  Mis  Claike  disclosed  a  genuine  and  fine 
trait  When  Claveung's  lettei  was  produced  to  hei  at  the  Bar,  a 
$mile  of  joy  beamed  upon  her  countenance,  bhe  saw  with  a 
{■lance  that  every  thing  she  asserted  tespectiut*  this  man  was  con- 
tiimedi  ajtid  that  in,  one  point,  at  least,  hei  tiuth  was  unquestiona- 
ble. 
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fcle.    But  it  was  m<d  that  she  repiesented  heiself  as  I3ow>!ei  s  wife; 
and  tha£  fje  acquiesced  m  the  impostuie    Good  God1,  was  she  war, 
this  account,  to  be  deprived  of  all-  pi  etensions  to  veiactty*1  Lelr 
them  recollect  then  xouthfiil  days    Let  them  la\  their  lmradbioft 
theh  hfeaits,  and  ,say  wljethec  they  have  not  sonieum'e'a  marie- b 
wife  of  son^e  oue.that  was  np  "vife*  at  all    "Nic1v>Hb  naS  rtje  chief 
evjadhce  tothn  fact,  and  vet  upon  a  pinching  question  being  put 
tbhjm,  what  JiiUiTof  exhibition  did  lie  make-1    Ho  was  asked' 
whether  he*  evei  sued  Dowlci .  foi  tlie  debt  iontiaet<?d.by  M-^ 
Ctarke.    \Y hat  was  his  answer '  Never    This  shewed  that  no  nn- 
position  had.feeen  piaclised  on  him,  and  that  if  4\ en  Mis  Chi,u<' 
represented  herself  as  the  wife  of  Powlei,  tliat  he  did  not  bel  e\e 
ller  asseition  ,  As  to  the  othei  witnesses  that  weie  pioduced  11. 
c<nroboratioaof  Nictiolls's  evidence,  Held,  the  mastei  of  the 'In- 
tel', the  wavtei,  and  the  poitci,  and  the  mcidu.ts  ot  can  jin»  xKt 
ftiive  to  this  and  that  pla<e,  triey  made  foi  nothing     'I'liev  d.d  Mot 
jifo've-that  Mis  t'laike  e\ci  natty  icpre-ented  heisilf  as  iby  wife 
oft' Mr.  Dowlei     If,  instead  of  being  such  a  case  as  it  was,  tins 
were  a  i  ase  affecting  life  and  death,  so  help  him  God  it  would  not 
affect  hiiii.   Anothei  evidence  was  brought  tosuppoit  that  of 
the:  &>ht  evidences  he  mentioned.    It  was  th.-t  of  Mi.  Few,  the 
auctioneer.   Now  what  did  he  piove*    VVhv  nothing  moie  than 
this;  that  in  a  conveisatiou  with  hei,  she  talked  of  lier  late  bus* 
band  that  he  perceived  one  morning  a  cocked  hat  in  the  window, 
and  that  be  was  told  by  the  maid  that  her  mistiess  was  a  gay  wi- 
dow, and  that  she  had  been  at  the  Masquerade  the  night  befoie 
And  was  such  a  flimsy  cucu instances  as  this  to  shake  the  whole 
evidence  she  had  given  at  theBai  of  that  House  '   It  also  appealed 
that  on  a  Court  Mai tial  she  liad  beeu-desci  ibed  as  a  widow,  'but 
there  was  no  pi  oof  that  she  was  evei  examined  to  this  point  This 
wsis  the  only  ca»e  upon  which  the  Learned  and  Respectable  Mem- 
ber made  any  obsei  \  ations ;  the  lemaiudet  of  the  twenty-eight 
contradictions  continued  untold.    He  lamented  extiemely,  that 
the'Leained  Meuibei  (Mi  Burton)  had  not  an  oppoi  tumty  of  see- 
ing the  peisons'  who  gave  their  evidence  at  the  Bat     If  that  ad- 
vantage weie  within  his  leach,  he  was  pei*uaded  their  testimony 
would  havemade  a  difteient  mipiession  on  him     Much  depended^- 
on  the  mannei  of  giving  then  testimony,  and  on  the  persons  by 
wlioni  the  questions  weie  put.    It  would  fi equently  happen  that 
evidences  might  bepiovoked  to  sav  many  things  that  were  highly 
Lmpropei     This  he  would  admit  Mis  Ciaike  had  often  done,  but 
herveiacify  was  not  to  be  wholly  shaken  on  that  account  'TJiis- 
observation  applied  especially  to  the  testimony  of  Mi  Stower,  who 
had  bfen  brought  foiward  to  piove  that  Mis  Clarke's  husband  was' 
a  storte  mason    The  Right  Honom able  Gentleman,  -in  $be  course 
of  Ms  admiiable  speech,  had  touched  on  many  cases,  in  jaysstjof 
which 'Mis.  Claike  was  tnumphantly  set  up  by  other  evidences, 
andin'flanenxoie  than  in  that  of  Geneial  C lavenng.  Bat-itwas 
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eaid,  that  lief  evidence  was  con  radicted  by  Mr.  R  Knight.  He 
had  the  honoui  of  being  long  acquainted  with  this  Gentleman, 
and  entertained  a  great  lespect  for  him ,  but  he  could  not  help 
thinking  that  in  some  instances  he  had  been  led  into  an  ovet-state* 
meni  of  the  case  When  Di.  Thjnne  was  aked  whether  he  un- 
dei stood  fiom  Mis  Claike  that  he  was  to  keep  the  transaction  a, 
seaet  fiom  the  Duke  of  York ;  he  leplied,  that  "  that  was  a  mat-, 
tor  of  surmise."  Mr  R  Knight  stated  that  Mrs  Cfaike  told  him 
she  would  c\pose  the  Duke  of  York  but  was  theie  day  evidence 
to  shew  that  she  meant  by  this  threat  that  she  intended  to  expose 
him  at  the  Bar  of  that  House,  01  was  it  not  lather  snch  an  expo- 
sine  as  that  threatened  in  hei  letter  to  his'  Honourable  Friend* 
(Mi  Adan>)  >  That  this  was  the  impression  at  the  time  upon  tyh.., 
Knights  mind-  was  evident  fiom  this,  that  accoiding  to  his  own/ 
statement,  he  requested,  "  if  she  was  going  to  publish  hei  me- 
mous,  he  hoped  she  would  spaie  l'ns  h< other  "  Mr.  Knight  had 
stated,  that  she  requested  of  him  that  the  business  should  be  kepjt' 
seciet  hom  the  Duke  of  Yoik,  and  eveiy  one  must  believe  him. 
He  bad  rib  doubt  that  she  did  make  some  .stipulation  of  this  kind 
with  that  gentleman  But  was  it  to  be  mfentd  horn  this,  that  the 
Duke  of  York  knew  nothing  about  if  But  if,  as  the  Bight  Ho- 
noui able  Gentleman  said,  the  mill  was  going  eveiy  day,  is  not 
this  a  pi  ecaution  she  would  naturally  have  recourse  to  If  she  said, 
the  eyes  of  Goidon  were  upon  the  Duke  of  Yor'k,  and  the  ejes  of 
Gteenwood  upon  hei,  was  it  not  natural,  that  she  should  take 
every  possible  pie<autioti,  that  it  should  not  come  round  to  the 
Duke  of  Yoik  thiough  a  third  person,  particutaily  after  the  in-< 
junction  he  gave  hei,  to  take  cart  what  hands  she-got  into. 

With  lespectto  hei  connection  witl  Do.vlcr,  and  to  her  passing 
the  night  with  him,  was  it  suipnsmg  that  she  should  deny  its 
Whatever  the  Right  flonou.  able  Gentleman  may  think  of  women 
of  her  unfoi  tunatt  cla's  u  societw  they  weie  not  always,  wholly 
void  of  sentiment  and  deficacv  But  was  this  reservation  of  hers» 
a  most  justifnble  oue,  he  would  conttnd,  to  shake  an  evidence, 
which  was  otherwise  unimpeachable'  It  was  mere  she  was  said  to 
have  hat'lxd  the  conspnac>  w,tb  Dowler  to  oveithrow  the  Duke 
of  Yoik.  I  he' occasion,  he"  would  admit*  was  favourable  foi  do- 
ing it,  but  tht  pieiumption  was  fiom  the  whole  tenor  of  the  evi« 
deuce,  that  she  had  toimed  no  ■•iich  plan  Tie  had  weighed  every 
•>ttp  she,had  taken,  and  untie  hei  tvidtnte  was  unsuppoited,  hQ 
did  not  believe  her,  but  the  piesomption  was  excessively  stiong 
when  it  appeared  that  such  influence  hid  bfen  used  _ 

fie  would  examine  a  little  into  the  giounds  of  this  piesumption. 
Airs.  Claike,' it  appealed  uas  acqua  nted  with  the  Duke  of  Yoik 
previous  to  the  Year  1804.  At  that  time  she  had  no  expenwve 
establishment.  It  was  not  until  the  expensive  establishment 
bega'i  in  Groucestei  Place  that  any  tiace  of  an  application  on. 
ber  partTespcGtrng  mihtaiy  appointments  appealed  He  would 
nt>t  if-te  t 'U  tl     ciicu  usance  was  conclusive,  that  it  proved 
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that  the  Dul%e  of  York  was  acquainted  with  the  means  to  «  inch 
fhf  wis  imdei  the  necessity  of  recuinng  to  support  that  esta- 
fcits-'nsWDt ,  hut  he  could  not  help  considering  it  as  a  "most  ex- 
traordinary coincidence,  and  ope  which  lent  gi eat  weight  to  the 
tW!\iiAptiori  ,  f->i  though  Goidon  had  his  eves  on  the  Dulc  of 
York,  a-,d  those  of  Gieenwood  were  on  Mis  Claire,  ?tiU  the  bust- 
liess  ini.  it  go  to'iward     People  might  apply  to  Mis  Clarke,  ai  d 
thfse  application1)  might  be  submitted'  b\  her  a*  a  cotHtmie  -t  op- 
poitunrv  to  hisRovul  Highness     It  wis  also  possible  that  the  bu- 
sines-i  .night  nave  gone  on  m  the  legulai  wav,  fbat  liel  >ecom- 
P.      ui"tn  iftay  not  have  been  attended  to,  and  that  the  Duke, 
t».*    i  pci'frct  concion^ness  flat  her  intei  ieience  had  no  effect, 
rr'^ht,  >i  tils  return -from  the  Hor^e  Guards,  to  please  her,  to 
ftit'-"r  1  er  v?iiit),  say  this  was  done  through  >oui  Ititiuencs.  But 
it  v  i    ,'d  it  was  miiaculoUs,  that  in  ten  thousand  instances  of  pro- 
».-)*      only  these  few  should  bave  occuired,  m  which  there  was  a 
flev.i*  jij  from  the  fati  and  honourable  course     \\  as  it  not,  he 
wonk'  ask,  mote  miraculous,  that  the  son  of  a  King,  possessing 
PTii'irpse  pafionage,  scattering  benefits aiound  him,  aide,  asitap- 
pea  ed,'  to  «ecuie  the  adherence  of  a  paity  in  that  House,  should 
be  called  upon  to  answei  toi  his  conduct '  Was  it  net  surpiinug 
ttiat  Ins  Honourable  Fuend  should  have  -the  couiage  to  stand  up  as 
his  accusei  in  that  House,  to  bring  foiwaid  these  seuitiito.  of  evi- 
dence, as  rtiev  at  fiist  appeared  against  him  >  V\  hen  an  unhappy 
creatine  was  bi  ought  up  toi  trial  m  the  einnmal  couirs,  it  was  a 
Common  exeuse'tosav,  "  1  his  is  mv  fit  st  offence,  I  was  ncvei  con- 
nected before but  this  was  not  admitted  as  an  excuse    A  Leai  tied 
Gentleman  had  expiessed  his  astonishment  that  the  Duke  of  York 
stjoald  have.so  committed  himself  'He  was  equal Iv  astonished, 
but  thete  was  the  damning  pioof  that  he  had  so  committed  him- 
self*   It  was  not  in  evidence  that  ht  was  particularly  acquainted, 
With  the,  two  thousand  /ve  hunched  pounds  Mis  Clarke  appears 
to  have  lectived,  but  Hie  House  must  a'iee  that  he  bad  1  tepcul 
knowledge  ot  the  coinipt.on.    Notwithstanding  the  advaitages 
that  this  inquuv  must  pioth'cc  to  the  couijtiy,  he  could  not  help 
feeling  toi  the  Duke  ot  \oik     It  was  to  be  icgietted  that  he  1  ad 
rrotadheied  to  hi>  agieement  with  Mis  (.  larkc  ,  that  he  did  not  pay 
her  the  annuifv  which  he  piomised  whea  he  disc  aided  hei  Win, 
for  a  paltiy  five  hunched  pounds  sutlel  siith  htrus  s«rh  tiash  as 
frad  been  lead  in  e  vide  nee,  to  be  hrou  ^ht  r*)i  .vaid  '    \V  hv  not  pm- 
chase  these  follies  bv,  the  punctual  dischai-te  of  the  ei.ga»ement 
to  xXhich  he  was  pledged  '    V\  h\  allow  a  volume  of  iit>ns«sic<il 
kttels  to  be  teat  into  the  world,  which  he  i  rist  if  ish,  toi  all  the 
world,  ft}  get  back  again  ' 

The  fitglit  Honourable  Gentleman  seemed  to  place  gieat  ich- 
snCe 'oil  the  statement  which  be  had  deluded  jn  ies|>cct!rig  the 
eVpences.of  the  establishment  at  Gloucestei  l'lace  But  what  did 
fois'amouirt  to!    The  account  wis  co'ifinned  bv  Mi-  <  laike,  ,uid 
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hci  statement  a>,i«ed  with  tna^  fain  shed  by  the  Duke  to  within  five 
hunched  pounds  ,  a  st.iall  tid<t!on,  as  she  vvou'cT  state  it  It  wis 
said  that  the  Duke  was  caiekss  about  money,  a  A  i<i  piove  this  & 
Learned  Gentleman  i  elated  d'i  antcdote  that  ht  ,hv  J  fiom  tlia 
Piecptoisof  the  two  lloval  brotheis,  foi  y  ,ei!,d^.o  They  said 
that  the)  found  it  impos-ih'e-  to  i  stil  into  the  im>'<is  of  the  joung 
Pnnces  proper  ldc^s  ot  tiie  value  ^f  money.  Tin*  was  a  subject 
on  wlucliit  wasnotvet)  suipnsi'U,  that,  even  vitn  the  assistance 
of  the  Aichbishop  of  Vol  k  and  utncis,  the)  should  not  imbibe  very 
accuiate  notions  But,  howevei  adverse  the  Duke  of  York  might 
have  been  in  his  mfanc)  to  the  acquisition  of  this  species  of  know- 
ledge, it  was  of  impei  ions  necessity  that  he  should  have  since  ob- 
tained it  tie  was  at  the  head  of  a  gieat  establishment,  thiough 
which,  though  not  a  great  dull,  snmeniouev  mustpass.  Butwhem 
his  Royal  Highness  saw,  fiomddy  to  da),  the  most  sumptuous  and 
expensive  dimieis served — when  he  saw  those  elegant  canusjes 
diawn  forth,  in  which  he  sometimes  condescended  to  ude — when 
be  vievted  the  profusion  that  pi  evaded  in  even  pai  t  of  the  establish- 
ment m  Gloucester  Place — and  when  Jie  considctcd  that  he  ox^g 
conti  ibuted  so  much  to  the  support  of  this  hi\tn  )  ,and  extiavagance, 
it  was  impossible  that  he  mast  not  have  known  that  they  were 
supported  fiom  other  channels  than  those  that  flowed  from  him. 
It  was  indeed  said,  that  Mis  Claike  had  frequently  received  sums 
which,  she  applied  to  take  her  diamonds,  those  dearest  objects  of 
female  vanity,  out  of  pawn  It  wasvery  piobable  she  did.  Where 
such  boundless  profusion  and  inconsiderate  extravagance  pi  evaded, 
it  was  natural  that  considerable  distress  should  follow.  But  for 
what  purposes  weie  those  trinkets  pledged'  Weie  the)  not  to 
support  the  establishment »  Had  the  applications  from  Mrs  Clarke> 
to  the  Duke  of  York  been  made  in  ftivoui  of  persons  who  were 
mostly  known  to  hei,  the  practice  Wtild  admit  of  some  excuse. 
For  example.  "Do  give  a  commissi^  to  Thompson  ,  he  is  my 
brother."  It  is  quite  natural  that  she  should  do  so,  the  applies* 
tioii  would  be  pei  fectly  e\cusea"ble,  "Well,  well,  don't  teaze  me, 
it  shall  be  done  ,  but  let  th&tojJicaljoii  be  made  in  the  regular 
way."  Theie  w-otiM  have  WwSi  Bathing  improper  even  in  this. 
Any  man,  in  the  Duke  af-VaA's  sanation,  couJd  hardly  have  re- 
fused acceding  to  such  a  lequest.  l?«t  what  would  the  House  say, 
*hen  they  found  an  lush  Cteri;)  man  step  forward  >  What  should 
have  been  the  answer  of  the  Duke  of  York,  when,  he  received  an 
application  in  favovn  of  such  iaaii'  SbojiM  rtTiave  been,  "If 
thliinan,  tins  Di  O'Meara,  js  anarquamtanceaf  yours,  he  ii  not 
fit  to  be  a  Member  of  the  Cb«i  eh  ,  he  u  a  dtsgtace  to  his  sacred 
profession,  I  will  not  interfere  foi  hi*  "  Butrthere  wassomefhmg 
in  the  nature  of  the  promise  that  wai  made  to  further  his  view  of 
gratifying  his  ambition  of"  preaching  before  Royalty."  that  must 
induce  a  suspicion,  that  something  was  given  for  the  introduction. 
The  same  arguments  weijld  apply  ^  the  cases  of  Fretch  and  Saa- 
No.  XXDU-V,  2.  dew, 
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don,  Elderton  and  Clavermg  The  applications  m  all  these  in- 
«tances  were  fir^i  made  to  Mis.Claike  ^ 

W  ith  respect  to  the  case  of  Samuel  Cai  ter,  he  regretted  that  his 
Honourable  I'nend  had  biougbt  it  foiward.  It  turned  out  Out  he 
proved  a  most  nieiitonous  officer.  He  should  exceechngly  larient 
— it  would  grieve  him  to  the  very  heart,  if  any  scandal  should  at- 
tach to  this  youth,  in  consequence  of  die  mannei  in  which  he  ob- 
1 11  ncd  his  commissions  For  himself,  he  was  not  one  of  those  who 
could  boast  of  a  long  line  of  ancestiy,  and  these  weie  not  times  in 
which  the  privileges  of  birth  weie  to  supersede  the  claims  of  ment 
find  talent  wheie-evet  they  weie  to  be  found  It  was  one  of  the 
proud  advantages  of  0111  happy  foimof  government,  that  the  road 
to  eminence  and  honours  was, open  to  every  one  The  House  was 
not  ignorant  that  Bonapai  te  had  made  Geneials  and  Statesmen  out 
©f  the  humblest  materials  If  the  Duke  of  Yoikhad  discoveied 
any  iaie  mei  it  in  Mi.  Cartel  while  he  was  standing  behind  his  chair, 
er  handing  his  mistitss  out  of  her  carriage, ;  thei  e  was  not,  he  was 
persuaded,  a  manly  mind  in  the  country  which  would  not  lejoice 
that  he  had  elevated  him  to  that  honouiable  profession,  of  winch, 
by  all  accounts,  he  was  likely  to  piove  a  distinguished  ornament. 
He  hoped  that  this  would  he  the  sentiment  of  the  officeiswith 
whom  he  was  now  seivmg,  aad  that  no  gallant  man  among  them 
would  feel  himself  (as  it  was  in  the  couise  of  this  inqun  j  suggested 
by  an  Honourable  Member  at  the  sOiei  side  of  the  House)  disgraced 
b)  having  such  an  associate  joined  with  him.  {Loud  cries  of  No, 
N'i,  from  all  parti  of  the  House  ) 

He  would  now  adveit  to  the  case  of  the  exchange  between 
Colonels  Knight  and  Biooke,  in  which  so  much  was  demonstrated 
that  he  could  not  bring  himself  to  suppose  that  a  doubt  could  re- 
main onanv  mind  respecting  the  cornipt  nature  of  the  tiansaction. 
Jt  was  comi "litelv  pioved  that  Mr.  Robert  Knight,  a  pei^on  not  un-( 
acquainted  with  the  wavs  of  the  world,  had  paid  two  hundred i 
pounds  to  Mis  Clnrke  on  account  of  his  bi other.  There  was  no 
doubt  of  the  monev  having  been  paid,  and  that  it  was  paid  m  con- 
sideiation  of  the  influence  employed  bv  Mis.  Claike  to  effect  the 
desired  exchange.  This  was  confnmed  by  the  evidence  of  Dr. 
Thjnnc,  a  most  respectable  man  ,  and  who,  fiom  the  natuie  of 
his  profession,  which  obliged  him  to  go  about  fiom  family  to 
taimlv,  was  as  likely  to  hear  as  much  tittle  tattle  as  any  body  He 
a- as,  of  opinion  that  this  exchange  was  biought  about  by  the  influ- 
ence of  Mis.  Claike.  Mr  Knight,  indeed,  gave  an  opposite  opi- 
nion, and  yet  he  was  deluded  into  a  belief  that  she  piocured  it 
Trie  memoianchvm  of  Colonel  Goidon,  "  not  acceded  to,"  was  to 
him  unintelligible  It  appeared  to  mean  that  lome  obstiuction  had 
been  thtown  in  the  way  of  the  exchange.  It  was,  however,  intci- 
pieted  othei  wise .  and  he  would  acquiesce  in  the  construction  [Hit 
upon  it  by  that  Officer,  than  whom  theiecould  not  bea  rooie  cleai. 
loftsiitent,  er  liouousable  witness    Theic  was  anothci  evidence  of 

which 


(    495  ) 

which  the  Right  Honourable  Gentleman  had  fallen  foul,  he  meant 
P1er*0n.  I'lus  man  hid  not,  to  besuie,  aay  brains  to  knock  out, 
b 't  the  Right  Honouiable  Gentleman  endcavouied  to  extinguish 
hit,  light,  *  Di.  rintme  had  (Moved  ^- it  he  gave  the  name,  of 
Knlghf  and  Biofke'to  Wis  I  Urkc,  on  .•  sno  of  papei  and  U  was 
in  the  evidence  of  Mis  Claike  th  it  hiie  dch.eied  this  identical  blip 
of  paper  to  the  Duke  of  Yoi k  I'his^igiecment  is  a  ,t-tnia[  eono- 
bdlation,  and  affoids  gtouud  to  believe  that  his  Po^al  Highness 
knew  the  whole  nature  of  the  transaction*  Fuithei  as  to  the  pay- 
ment, jMf.  Kmgbt  has  not  seen  wbetiiei  it  was  m  one  or  two  notes. 
-i-Mrs.  'Clarke  thinks  she  gave  it  to  change  to-  one  of  his  Royal 
fiighness's  seivants,  and  here  it  was  stian^c  that  moie  01  better 
recollection  shpuld  be  requited  f-om  Mrs  Claike  than  ft om  Mr 
K  Knight,  But,  whether  the  payment  "as  made  in  one  note  oi 
two  notes,  or  "foui  fifties,  fioui  thence  to  argue  that  a  plot  existed 
against  bi's  Royaf  Highness,  v,_ss  extremely  pi eposteiou>.  Pieison 
tells  us  of  a  note  he  went  to  ^ct  changed  in  the  morning — The 
persons  in  Bond-street  «heie  he  applietf  beai  testimony  to  it.  Lu- 
aqwi^k,  his  Royal  Highness  s  suvatu,  tells  us  there  was  no  note 
changed  by  him ,  and  he,e  he  tnu-t  admit  that  he  believed  Mr. 
P*ierson  to  be  troubled  With  il  «t  ailment  he  complained  of,  and 
that  it  more  or  less  mjuies  the  mcuory  could  not  be  doubted  ,  he 
himself  had  experienced  the  effects  of  it  But  what  had  fallen  from 
the  Right  Honourable  Gentleman  was  very  stiat.ge,  heconcludedthat 
that  roan  was  about  to  come  into  the  House  to  say  what,  if  he  had 
said,  would  have  convicted  him  ofperjuiy  It  was  cei tain !y  out 
of  the  common  ro*3de  of  conviction  not  to  convict  a  man  on  what 
he  had  said,  but  ori  ybjat  he'would  have  said,  bad  he  spoken.  He 
believed  that  Pieison  was  a  stupid  man,  but  that  was  no  pi  oof  of 
dishonesty.  As '  to  what  the  Right  Honouiable  Gentleman  had 
«ai#  of  a  conspiracy,  if  there  had  been  one,  would  Pierson,  who 
had  seen  ^Vf  us.  Claike  that  morning,  have  said  the  note  was  a  fifiy 
p6tind  one,  if  she  had  taught  him  to  say  a  hundred  pounds,  he 
inu«t  say  from  his  heart,  that  theie  Aas  not  the  least  shadow  of  the 
alledged  collusion ,  all  circumstances  tended  completely  to  explode 
the  leasontng  of  the  Right  Honouiable  Gentleman 

The  next  case  he  had  to  consider,  was  that  of  Major  Tonyn. 
It  appeared  liom  evidence,  ,-that  a  sum  of  five  hundred  pounds  was 
deposited  in  the  hands  of  Mr  Gilpin,  an  Army-clothier  m  the 
Strand,  a  most  lespectable  man,  and  one  whom  he  knew-very^ 
well.  This  was  done  m  consequence  of  the  application  of  Sandon,- 
who  was  now  exmatmg  his  offences  in  Newgate,  to  Donovan. 
Tim  was  to  be  the  price  of  Mr*.  Clarke s  influence — of  that 
influence,  which  was  supposed  not  to  exist — of  that  influence 
the  existence  of  which  Sandon  had  the  effiontery  to  saj  he 
doubted,  though  he  had  paid  Mis  Clarke  eight  hundied  pounds 
m  consideration  of  it,  after  his  friend  Fiench  went  to  Ireland 
Fie  well  knew,  when  he  had  paid  this  eight  hundred  poun'i^s  .that 
tbiie  was  to  be.  a  quid  pi  o  quo  Mis.  Clarke's  patrorage  was  the 
*  Uu  ?  qU'd 
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4Ktil  He  would  now  say  a  few  words  respecting  the  jwte  about 
^foiiju,  which  m  his  conscience  he  considered  as  affording  indis- 
putable evidence  of  the  Duke  of  Yoik  acceding  to  some  wish  which 
Air":  Clarke  had  communicated  to  him  1  espectmg  Tonyn  If  this 
ni'V  vas  swelled  into  an  importance,  which  neither  now  'nor  at 
any  otbei  tune  he  consideied  as  due  to  it,  it  arose  from  the  ex- 
tieme  agitation,  ttie  extraordinary  cntun.otances  and  the  some- 
thing like  thcati  ical  effect  with  which  it  was  brought  forward,  He 
hail  t.i.ea  one  of  th'e  deposifancs  of  that  secret,'  and  he  thought 
that  the  note  was  as  dead  as  Homer  The  Duke  of  Yoik  solemnly 
protected  that  it  was  a  foigery  ,  and  when  in  consequence  ot  the 
tonte«ion  of  <andon  it  was  proved  to  he  alive,  and  was  broughtfor- 
v.  ud,  hetonfcs&ed  that  he  did  view  it  with  the  utmost  astonishment. 
He  looked  at  it  again,  and  again,  and  again.  He  collated  and  coro- 
paied  it  with  the  letters  of  the  Duke,  and  the  result  of  this  opera- 
tion left  not  the  smallest  doubt  upon  his  mind  that  it -was  written. 
b_i  the  Duke.  But  when  Col  Gordon  gave  his  evidence  at  thef 
Bai  "-esperting  it,  be  was  convinced  This  conviction  was  strength- 
cm  d  b\  the  ev  (deuce  of  General  Hope,  wno  said  he  thought  there 
wjs  a  shade  of  difference,  and  it  was  lendered  as  firm  as  a  rock, 
bv  the  testimony  of  his  Hon  friend  (Mr  Adam),  who  said,  that 
te  could  pen  eive  ro  difteience  And  whatweie  the  means  liy 
•which,  it  was  endeavouied  to  shake  this  evidence  *  Why  they 
biought  forward  Mr  Town,  and  a  parcel  of  such  tiash  as  be  had 
fcever  befoie  heard  in  his  life,  It  was  impossiMe  to  conclude  but 
tiiat  Sandon  received  the  note  fiom  Mrs  Claikci  and  that  she  had 
no  hand  or  interest  whatever  m  forging  it  Had  the  Honourable 
Gentleman  any  doubt  of  its  genuineness  >  If  lie'  nad,  he  must  say, 
that  he  was  not  to  be  convinced  by  one  fr6m  the  dead.  For  hun- 
fetf,  he  had  not  the  smallest  doubt  of  its  genuineness  ,  he  was  as 
hrmly  persuaded,  as  that  he  stood  on  the  floor,  that' it  was  written 
by  the  Duke  of  York,  and  that  it  was  the  answer  to  some  applica- 
tion respecting  Tonyn 

The  witnesses  called  from  the  Bank  and  Post  Office  to  disprove 
it,  verified  it  beyftnd  a  possibility  of  doubt,  even  Mr  Bliss,  who 
had  shewn  himself  the  most  dubious,  confessed  that  he  had  no 
doubt  till  he  had  seen  the  hand- writing' x>f  Mrs  Claike,  but  that 
was,  in  lus  opinion,  so  little  founded,  that  bethought  the  note 
established  m  the  cleai  est  manner.  And  what  chd  improve?  No 
Jess  than  Major  Tonyn  s  business  was  suspended,  and  foi  a  time 
stopt  in  its  progress.  '  The  Right  Hon  Gentleman  had  said,  it 
dove-tailed  nowhere,  l*it  nice  as  he  might  be  in  that  paiticutan, 
it  was  .impossible  to  cast  it  out  of  tle£asc,  or  expunge  it  fiom  the 
evidence  in  which.it  made  so  veiy  prominent  a  figute  The  Right 
Honourable  Gentlemaniiad  said,  that  Mrs.  Clarke  had  influence 
over  bis  Royal  Highness — he  might  well  sai,  so  this  note  had  10- 
rontestibly  proved  it ,  and. yet  the  Right  Honourable  Gentleman 
liad  tr mrnphantly  asked,  was  it  given  for  favour  01  corruption  '  He 
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(Mi.  Whitbread)  colild  not  say  what  other*  thought  of  it ,  i«t 
for  his  own  part,  he  should  that  night  prove  by  his  vote  whafc»opi- 
nion  he  had  formed  of  it. 

The  next  witness  that  had  been  attacked  was  Miss  Taylor.  The 
Right  Ilonouiable  Gentleman  had  begun  bj  driving  away  at  het 
(a  laugh),  and,  after  a  long  examination,  Dedenck  Sfimit  was 
biought  to  prove  that  Miss  Taylor  was  unwoithy  of  ciedit.  Upon- 
what  giound' did  he  attempt  to  do  this  ^  Because  he  had  known 
Miis  Taylor's  fathei  by  the  name  ofChance.  Wheie  had  he.  known 
him  by  that  name  '  Whv  at  the  Stock-Exchange.  Who  did  he 
ask  foi  when  he  went  to  enquire  for  him  there  '  For  Mi.  Taylor. 
Ridiculous  1  it  was  known  that  persons  assumed  Dames  in  their 
transactions  there,  which  they  did  not  use  any  where  else,  "such 
as  H  izard,  Goodluck,  &r  ,  hut  when  they  retired  to  their  reheats 
in  the  country,  thev  weie  never  known  theie  by  those  assumed 
names.  Shmit  Irad  aJIowed  he  had  foi  several  >ears  known  thi» 
young  Lady's  father  by  tiie  name  of  Taylor,  but  because  he  had, 
ffom  some  paitieular  fancv,  been  called  Chance,  at  the  Stock  Ex- 
change, this  Mas  deemed  sufficient  to  work  Mich  an  extfaordinaiy 
wondeLa?  to  afket  his  daunluei's  evidence,  and  rendei  it  unworthy 
of  .belief  It  was  a  met  absuid  pretence  ,  and  all  things  considered, 
tin  the  conduct  ot  Dedenck  Shunt,  he  was  the  evidence  that  ought 
to  be  disci  edited 

•>  Ttien  Miss  lay  lor  was  not  deserving  of  ciedit,  because  she  had 
kept  company  with  Mrs  Claike — Excellent  and  just  conclusion  1 
What'  is  no  pei  son  desenuigof  ciedit  who  has  kept  company. 
With  Mrs  Claike'  Aie  all  those,  who  have  been  under  her  roof, 
to  be  deemed  uuwoithv  ot  beliefs  Did  the  Right  Honourable 
Gentleman  recollect,  who  bad  been  in  the  habits  of  visiting  there,, 
and  of  partaking  the  various  hospitalities  of  hei  ioof>  Did  he 
recoMect  that  the, Commander  in  Chief  had  been  there,  and  fie- 
(piently  in  company  with  this  same  MissTajler'  Did  he  recollect 
that  Dr  O'Meaia  had. been,  there — th.it  ins  own  witness  General 
Clarei  ing  had  been  there — that  Baroness  Nollekens  had  been  therej 
and  would  he  pretend  to  say  that  their  several  evidences  had  beeA  ■ 
rendered  vitiated  andiunwoithy  of  belief  on  that  account  >  He 
thought  the  Honourable  Gentleman  must  have  greatly  tofgottau 
himself,  when  he  assigned  this  as  a  leason  foi  discrediting  the  evi- 
dence of  Miss  Tailor.  He  (Mi.  Whitbread),  had  paui  paitieular  at- 
tention to  M^s.Tajlor's  conduct  when  she  appeared  at  the  Bai,  and  ' 
in  his  opinion  her  evidence  appealed  to  be  tiuly  mnocetit  and  irre- 
proachable. But  it  seemed  Mi,s  Tavjor  had  leceived  the  kindness 
«tf  Mis_ Clarke*— humane  and  charitable  conclusion!  Had  not 
Samuel  Carter,  received  the  bounty  of  "Mrs. , Clarke  >   Had  not 

.  Captain- Sutton,  whbwas  aw  excellent  Officer,' b'ut,  who  happened 
to  be  unfortunate  m  his  circumstances — had  not  Captain  Sutton* 
eked  paj  the  evening  of  his  life  undei  the  charjtable  assistance  «f 

„Mj8  Clarke?  and  would  the  Right  Honourable  GejiiiemanvenMre 

U  u  3  to 
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to  say,  that  if  Samuel  Carter,  of  whom  he  had  so  lately  spoken  itt 
such  favourable  terms,  as  that  he  was  likely  to  be  a  credit  to  the 
profession  of  a  soldier,  would  he  ventuie  \o  say  that  his  evidence 
should  not  he  deemed  worthy  of  belief?  01  that  if  Captain  Sutton 
had,  before  his  death,  been  called  as  a'w  ilness,  he  should  not  have 
been  deemed  *vorthy  of  behef,  because  those  persons  had  seveially 
a<  ccpted  the  humane  and  tbaiitable  assistance  of  Mis.  Claike  ' 
But  Miss  Taylot,  it  seemed,  had  kept  a  Boat  ding  hchool,  and  she 
iijight  draw  them  in  to  send  then  daughteis  to  hei,  -which  would 
be  a  heinous  offence  Ingenious  aigument1  The  Honourable 
Gentleman's  humanity,  he  had  no  doubt,  would  prompt  him  to 
subscribe  liberal'y  towaids  laiMiig  a  Magdalen  <>i  an  Asvmm,  tor 
those  unfortunate  voung  females,  who  had  ahead}  lost  then  vir- 
tue, but  it  seemed  aMt  he  would  make  no  allowance  towaids  as- 
sisting a  young  virtuous  woman  in  taming  hei  livelihood  by  keep- 
ing a  Boarding  School,  because  khe  had  sometimes  visited  Mrs. 
"Clarke,  to  whom  she  vtas  1  elated  bv  mainage  Another  leason 
tor  not  believing  Miss  Taj  loi  was,  that  she  had  told  a  convention 
of  the  Duke  of  York's,  which  passed  torn  veais'ago,  with  a  consi- 
derable degtce  of  accuiac>  ,  and  the  Uight  llomiuiabk  Gentleman 
had  found" fault  with  Mis  Claike,  and  deemed  1  ei  unwoithv  of 
credit,  bceause 'he  did  not  u.ucinbti  a  note  which  passed  tour 
■\eais  ago  He  censuiecl  om  as  undeceiving  cicdit,  because  she 
could  i emraiber  so  well,  and  the  othet  equally,  because  she  could 
not  lemevnbci  at  the  «am.9-distancc  of  time  The  Right  Honour- 
able Gentleman  had  brought  himst  If  into  this  d'lemma  Now  he 
{Mr  WJiitbi-eatfi  would  not  go  into  it  at  all,  for  he  could  \eiy 
fairly  and  rationally  believe,  that  one  peison  may  easily  lecollect  a 
particular  conversation  whith  passed  at  a  given  time,  and  that  the 
ethtr  might  not  have  the  shgliest  lemembiance  of  a  similai  cncum- 
stance,  tftou^h  no  louder  a-peiiod  of  time  had  inteivened  Mis. 
Clarke  had  ob|erved,  that  she  had  been  examined  by  a  Ciown 
T.awyer,  butif  she  had  heaid  his  aiguments,  he  thought  she  would 
have  been  des-iroas  of  choosing  her  lawvei  fiom  the  othei  side  of 
"the  House 

The  ne\t  ca^e  to  which  he  would  advert  was  that  of  French  3 
"Levy,-  and  from  the  whole-  complexion  .of  the  evidence  on  that 
■head,  he  was  convinced  the  Duke  of  York  knew"  that  Mis.  Claike 
yras  concerned  mat  He  begged  the  House  would  call  to  mind, 
that  tbi-,  levy  was  against  tfie'opimon  of  all  theGent-ral'Officeis  — 
General  Hewitfmost  deoid«llj  set  his  face  against  it—  obsei  ve  w  hat 
\jo\<l  Catfceart  said  oi  it—,  Vufnothing  could  be  moi  e  decisive  of  its 
thara'rter  than  what  Colonel  Taylor  had  wntten  about  it  and  jet, 
aotwithstandipg  all  this  opposition—notwithstanding  it  was  well 
tkttw'n  t^at  PHttd*  himself  was  much  disliked,  and  very  much  out 
•f  favour  at  tb>1$orse  Guards,  Mrs.  Clarke  actually  procured  the 
?  ttt,ttf  service,  pr  which  she  letciyed  five  hundred  pounds  of 
s*e*«fc>  who  had'  l*ft  S^mtou  to, pay  her  eight  hundred  pounds 
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ftiore,  which  he  didafteiwaids  The  whole  lew  was  to  hive  teen 
toi  five  thousand  men,  ai.d  was  to  have  beeu  raised  in  six  months 
at  thnteen  guineas  a  man,  but  at  the  end  of  that  pencil!  they  had 
only  raised  one  huudied  and  foity-si\,  at  the  enormous  late  of  one 
hundied  pounds  a  man  ,  and  then,  by  way  of  what  the  K'ght  Ho- 
nourable Gentleman  railed  economy  he  was  allowed  to  make  a 
tual  of  a  few  months  moie  This  was  a  most  profitable  job  to  these 
men,  and  remonstrances  weie  made  on  It  An  Uonouiab'eFneml 
ot  his  (Mi.  Elliott),  bad  made  a  motion  tui  the  Papeis  lelative  to 
Fiench's  lev\,  which  papeis  weie  alteiwuds  laid  on  the'i'ahle,  and 
aic  now  theie,  and  this  stu  it  was  which  occasioned  General 
\\  hnelocke  to  wpte  to  Fiench  to  bung  ovei  the  lev  >  ,  and  when 
the\  did  comeovei,  they  weie  guiltv  not  only  of  atiotities,  but 
Colonel  Robinson  had  accused  them  of  cii'ues  tJso  All  theie 
pioofs  with  respect  to  Fiench's  lev\,  had  come  before  the  Com- 
mittee, not  fioi'i  Mis  Claikes  evidence  alone,  but  fiom  letters 
which  she  did  not  kirn*  weie  in  exigence  1'he  e  tetter s  weie 
Luouuht  foiwaul  suddcnU,  andshewn  to  M<s  Claike  \\  hat  was 
hei  conduct'  ^he  was,  on  canning  to  ihe  Bar,  asked,  "  Do  \ou 
kno  \  ot  any  note  wi  Itteu  by  thf  I)  ike  of  Yoik,  <i»d  given  by  jou 
to  Huxley  Sandon  -  A  No  Q.  -\  \ou  suit  or  itJ  A  Yes, 
vei\  sine  Then  tome*  then  ite  i\  Old  \ou  evei  see  this  note 
before J  A  Y>s  ,  it  s  lu>  Ho,  al  !i  ul.'H  -s  ■>  >vi  ifug,  and  thei  eto.e 
it  must  ha\e  been  :n  m\  possession  Then  <aiue  on  the  examina- 
tion  iela,tive  to  eountei  kiting  01  nmuhng  of  hand  wii'ng,  and 
though  the  questions  weie  pet  with  all  the  ingenuitv  ai  d  «cute- 
ness  of  the  Right  Honourable  and  Learned  Gentleman  who  con- 
ducted it,  the  behaviour  of  Mrs  Claike,  her  quick  and  ready  an- 
sweis,  her  whole  conduct,  and  the  expiession  of  her  countenance 
earned  a  conviction  to  his  mind  that  she  was  innocent  of  all  that 
was  imputed  to  hei.  All  ihe  letfe-s  were  unknown  to  her  She 
knew  nothing  of  Nicholls  not  having  burnt  them  She  had  had 
no  communication  with  any  of  the  persons.  Nicholls  was  a!t 
Hampstead,  Fiench  in  Jamaica,  Sa». don  just  returned  from  1'or- 
tugal,  yet  these  letteis  were  bi ought,  and  she  was  desired  to  prove 
them  without  being suffeied  to  lead  them,  which  she  did,  without 
making  the  smallest  hesitation,  though  he  thought,  at  the  time, 
it  was  a  measure  of  severity  bordering  on  injustice,  and  was  after- 
wards sony  he  did  not  object  to  it.  Miss  Tavloi's  expressions  top, 
weie  very  stiong  in  proof  of  the  Duke's  pi lvity  — 44  Master  1'rencjv 
must  mind  what  hi>'s  about,  or  I'll  cut  up  htm  and  his  levy  too 
How  does  he  deal  with  yon,  dailmg^'-^-These  were  terms  which 
weie  very  likely  to  pass  between  them  in  such  a  conversation  as 
alluded  to,  and  weighed  veiy  strongly  with  him.  It  was  to  be  re- 
collected, also,  that  Sandon  said  he  had  always  told  Prenclt  p'e 
suspecied  Mrs.  Claike  had  not  the  interest  she  pretended  to  have ; 
j-et  he  paid  her  himself,  by  French's  orders,  five  hundieij  pottC<j|l 
and  afterwards  eight  huatked  pounds  ,^ao«j,  by  a  strange  and#c» 

tides  tal 
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tridental  coincidence,  it  happened  tl  at  one  of  the»e  letters  mer# 
tionedthe  day  when  the  five  bundled  pounds  was  pafd,  and  it  ap- 
peared by  Mis  Clarke's  evidence,  she  had,  Without  knowing  any 
■Chine;  of  "tl  is  letter,  mentioned  the  veiy  day  after  as  that  on  which 
she  paid  in  fivehundied  pounds  to  Bitkett,  the  siKersnrttb,  in  part 
payment  for  a  sei  vice  of  plate  which  had  been  oidered,  and  foi  the 
lemamder  of  which  hi*  Royal  Highness  paid  Mis.  Clarke  had 
Said,  she  supposed  Birketts  books  would  .shew  the  exact  day  ,  but 
it  seemed  they  did  not,  and  Mi  Dockra\  could  not  or  would  not 
remember  any  thing  certain  on  the  subject  of  the  day  on  which  it 
*ras  paid  It  seemed  very  odd  that  this  Gentleman  should  never 
Jiave  "seen  the  Duke  of  Yoi k  more  than  twice,  as  he  said,  when 
there  appealed  to  be  a  long  account  of  \atious  aititles,  hi  settlmg 
which  theie  must  have  been  a  variety  of  payments  made  by  h's 
Royal  Highness,  who  had  paid  one  thousand  one  bundled  pounds 
for  the  plate  alone,  beside  the  five  hundied  pounds  paid  by  Mis 
Claike  on  that  account. 

The  ai  tide  of  plate  called  fotcibly  to  his  mind  the  fete  of  nitrons, 
and  shewed  how  nearly  th-t  was  associated  with  the  fortune  of  in- 
dividuals This  plate  had  been  thepiopeit\  of'the  Duke  delSem, 
one  of  the  unfortunate  blanches  of  theRo\J  Faintly  of  Fiance, 
and  had  been  brought  by  Bnkett  to  Mis  Claike  to  shew  to  the 
Duke  of  Yoik.  When  it  was  recollected  in  what  a  meiidian  bla/e 
of  splendoui  the  Duke  de  Be' it  had  alwavs  shone  in  the  magnifi* 
cent  Court  of  Fiance,  in  lis  most  pio->pctous  da\s,  it  was  a  melan- 
choly reflection  to  tiace  the  household  plate,  with  the- aims  of  that- 
illustrious  branrh  of  the  Royal  Family  of  the  Bouibons,  to  the 
shop  of  Mr.  Birkett,  the  pawhbioker.  It  would  almost  seem  to  be 
a  kind  of  splendid  warning  of  the  unceitainty  and  Mtissitude  of' 
human  affairs,  even  in  the  highest  spheie  of  life  It  would  seem  to 
call  forcibly  to  the  recollection,  how  vei y  suddenly  the  splendid 
and  ancient  monaichy  of  France,  was  overthiown,  not  by  systems 
or  theories  of  philosophers,  bi.t  by  foul  and  base  corruption  Trace 
the  Histoiy  of  France  from  the  luxui  ious  days  of  'the  iJa  Vailieies 
and  Montespans,  down  to  those  of  the  Pompadouis  and  Banes, 
and  you  would-see  the  destiuction  and  overthrow  of  the  Monarchy, 
winch  di'ove  the  illustrious  branches  of  the  Bourbon  Family  into 
foreign  exile,  originating  m  private  vice,  and  finally  completed  by 
the  deceitful  and  unbounded  extravagance  of  those  entrusted  wtth 
public  confidence  and  official-situation.  Onecannothelp  thinking, 
said  the  Honourable  Gentleman,  that  the  encumstance  of  the- 
Duke  de  Berri's  plate  having  been  disposed  of  in  this  way,  and  then, 
coming  into  the  possession  of  the  Duke  of  York,  must  have  occa- 
sioned some  sensations  \fsihe  bosom  of  his  Royal  Highness  which' 
cotatd.  not  fail  to  ibuse  his  feelings  for  the  fate  of  that  unfortunate 
,Familyj  and '  which  would  cause  him  inwardly  to  ejaculate— *'  I 
^hank^bd  foi  the  warning  which  this  magnificent  iriQnumei»|.of 
the  instability  of  greatness  holds  ug  to  ray  view,  and  1 'will  use  it  as 
*  a  beacon 
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^  beacon,  to  guard  tne  3gainst  the  danger  of  those  rocks  on  which 
otffers.  once  as  greatr^ijd  powerful  as  I  am  now,  have  been  so  .un- 
expectedly -wrecked  and  ruined  " 

,  The  next  subject  he  should  mention  was  that  of  the  supposed 
falsehood  of  the  testimony  given  b>  Mr.  Dowler,  which  he  would 
not  admit  to  be  the  fact  The  Chancelloi  of  the  Exchequer  had 
said,  that  ht  denied  having  slept  with  Mrs.  Claike  at  Reid's  Hotel } 
but  {h-e  fact  was,  that  he  never  had  been  asked  the  question. 
Neither  \vas  Mi  Dowki's  evidence  contradicted  by  that  of  Alder- 
man Combe.  Mr  C'qmbe  hacli  stated  that  he  met  Mr.  Dowlei  it! 
i)  e  street,  and  asked  him  whethei  he  had  got  his  appointment 
through  Sif  Bioolc  Watson,  or  Mrs  Claike,  and  tba't  Mr  Dowler 
amwered  that  he  had  it'fiotn  Su  Biook  Watson  Mi  Dowlei  ad- 
nutted  that  he  might  have  said  so,  but  that  he  had  no  iccollection 
of  it.  That  v  4a  no  contradiction  of  what,  Mi  Combe  had  said, 
and  all  the  conclusions  which  Mi  Peicevalhad  drawn  fiom  it  must 
fell  to  the  gi'ound  Instead  of  discrediting  the  evidence  of  Mr. 
Dowler,  he  was  induced  to  !>ive  it  veiy  high  credit  fiom  the  teims 
,11  which  Mr.  Combe  had  ?poke  of -him  That  Gentleman,  for 
*hoiu  ho  had  a  \eiy  nigh  respect,  said,  that  he  thpught  ,Mr, 
Dowlei  a  deserving  man,  and  that  he  would  wdhngly  emplov  him; 
and  the  woid  of  jVh  Combe,  who  was  well  acquainted  w'ith  man- 
kind, wouW  go  a  gieat  vyav.  in  lecomraendmg  „ny  mau  But  Mr. 
Dowler  was'a  Deputy  Cumroissai;y .  and  although  every  inquiry 
^vas  professed  to  have  bcen'made',  no  man  had  yet  said  by  wba£ 
means  he  had  attained  it  Sir  Biook  Watson,  on  whom,  it  was  at- 
tempted to  fix  it,  denied  it  fiom  the  grave  his  papeis  had  Tieen 
examined,  and  npt  a  wend  appeared  about  him  in  tbem  Dunng 
the  examination  of  Mr  Dewier,  he  mentioned  the  name  of  Mr. 
Vernon,  of  the,  Treasury  Why  was  not  that  gentleman  called 
upon  to  give  ev  idence  upon  the  subject >  As  he  w  as  not  called,  the 
testimony  of  Mr.  Dowlei  lemaiupd  ummpeached.  If  Mis  Clarke 
and  Mr  Dowler  had  even  ehteied  into  a  conspnacv,  as  had  been 
stated,  yet  still  they  could  not  pei  foim  impossibilities ,  thej  could 
riot  iccal  past  time,  and  undo  his  appointment  If  Gentlemi  n, op- 
posite could  not  tell  who  they  weje  who  gave  M>  Dowler  his  ap- 
pointment, the  House  must  belie ve  the  account  he  had  giyen  him- 
self, and  indeed  it  could  not  be  accounted  fbj ,  otheiwise  ttia* 
through  the  influence  ofjhe  Duke  of  York  Mi  Dowlei  had  said 
that  he  t;ave  Mfs  C  laike  one  thousand  pounds  in  two  payments  to 
get  him  the  appointment,  jet  he  never  was  asked  how  the  paj  ments 
were  made,  whether  it  was  bv  diafts  upon  bis  father  or  in  Bank 
notes,  so  as  that  the  truth  of  it  might,  be  asceita'ined  He  "had 
likewise  stated  that  he  sold  pioperty  out  of  the  Funds  to  eqabie 
him  to  make  the  payment ,  and  had  any  mqunv  been  made  irtto 
that  fact  >  '  Though,  Mr  Powler  had  slept  with  Mrs  Clarke  iq  St. 
Martin's  Lane,  tbeTIonourableand  Learned  Gentleman  could  jpot 
die  what  Jupiter  had  done,  call  Back  a  pa'st  day  ;  tnejr  coill!  not 
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do  away  Ji is  Commissariat,  thpngh  they  could  charge  him  wi*hv 
passitig  his  hours  with  that  fair  Dehla  in  foi  mmg  'a  conspiracy  tt£ 
ilnpose  oh  'the1  Hotise,*  by  glVing  evidence  thai  he  purchased  h's 
appointment  fiora  her.  He  (Mi  Whrtbiead)  did  fu  inly  and  so- 
lemnly believe  thaft  Mr>-  ClaiJfe  bad  obtained  for  him  that  Appoj'Wt- 
toent  the  thing  was  done,  the  money  was"  paid,  and  now  this 
nurd  detaile'd  conspiracy1  was  completely  hi  okeri  up 
>  Theie'was  one  more  tiansaction  on  which  he  wished  to  make  a 
ffcw  Observations ,  it  #as  that  of  Mi  Elderton.  ,  In  this  case'  Mis., 
Clarke  seemed  to  liavs  acted  in  a  veiy  feeling  'Vayi  and  perhaps 
Iiad  done  it  gratuito  isly.  And  in  looking  at  thete  transactions,  he 
nevei  ns'eant  to  say  or  to  insinuate  that  the  Duke  of  Yoik  had  put 
liaoney  in  his  pocket ,  he  had  always  considered  him  as  far  superior 
to  any'such  base  or  giuvehrg  motives  he  considered  always,  that 
if  he  had  done  any  such  thing,  it  had  been  as  a  favour  to  his  mis- 
tress. Mrs  Clarke  had  fair!)  and  cleai  ly  shown  how  she  had  ef- 
fected it.  She  mentioned  it  to  his  Rojal  Highness,  who  promised 
lier  it  should  be  done.  He  told  Mr  Greenwood — "  one  Mr  Elder- 
ton  will  call  on  you  for  a  Pay  mastership," — vtrbuift  saf — it  is  done 
— Jfr.  Greenwood  could  do  no  other  than  let  him  have,  it,  and  he 
candidly  told  the  House  that  Mr.'Elderton  had  been  appointed, — 
Hi's  grajitude  prompted  him  to  write  the  letter  of  thanks— Mis. 
Clarke  never  knew  the  letter  of  Mi  Elderton  was  in  existence — it 
came  from  Nicholls's  magazine  at  Hampstead,  and  sbe  imagined  it 
)iad  been  burned,  and  had  no  idea  that  by  his  basely  neglecting  to 
do  so,  it  would  be  produced  on  this  occasion  m  aid  and  support  of 
her  evidence,  which  the  Right  Honourable  Gentlemen  was  so  de- 
sirous to  discredit  and  overturn.  There  was  one  more  case,  that 
of  Kennet,  but  he  would  not  trespass  on  the.  time  of  the  tlouse  by 
(dwelling  on  it. 

The  Right  llonourabte  Gentleman*,  had,  both  in  the  outset  of 
this  business  and  towards  it*  conclusion,"  talked  of  conspiracies.  It 
mightdoVery  well  at  the  beginning,  but  how  at'the  conclusion  he 
Could  dwell  upon  conspiracies  somewhat  surpused  him  After  it 
liad  been  shewn  that  foe  conspirators  were  all  in  difttient  stones, 
how  was  it  to  be  carried  on  5  Mrs  Claike  fanly  and  candidly  te;to 
her  story,  and  mentions  Sancton,  French,  and  Donovan,  as  the 
persons  who  fiist  applied  to  hei  for  the  pajfpose  of  opening  a  tramc 
in  promotions,  exchanges,  &c  When  these  Gentlemen  are  called 
tipoit,  'Instead  of  appealing  to  be  a  conspiracy  with,  Mrs  Clarke, 
they  seemed  to  be  in  one  against  her  Mi  Donovan  gave  a  most 
reluctant  evidence,  and  was  gudty,  on  the  fust  day's  examination, 
»f  the  most  baiefaced  prevancation  Mi  Huxley  Sandon  had 
tfone  the  same,  and  always  said  he  thought  Mrs  Claike  had  not 
ihe  Interest  she  had  boasted,  though  he  had  paid  so  handsomely  at 
different  peilods  to  obtain  it.  The  Right  Honourable  Gentieman 
fherr  came?  to  wonders ,  but  might  not  a  number,  of  conspirators 
ocjtjjine  agaitst  one  '  She  could' not  conspu e  with  them,  for  Dow- 
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ler,  was  in  Portugal ,  Sandonwas  m  Spain  :  all  of  whom  arrived, 
piovideutUIly  as  it  were,  to*  piove,  in  various  ways,  that  there  had 
been' no  con^pnacy  between  them  and  Mrs.  Cfaike,  nor  between, 
them  andihis  Honourable  Friend  ,  so  far  fiom  it,  Sandon,  by  his 
intended  conspiracy  against  them,  and  against  the  ends  of  justice* 
had  10  the  hands  of  Providence,  been  the  means  ot  the  pioduction  of 
those  letters  which  had  irrefragably  proved  the  truth  of  Mis. 
Clarke's  testimony,  and  disclosed  the  whole  of  the  facts  of  the 
ti ansactioos  of  which  his  Royal  Highness  had  been  charged  with 
having  a  knowledge,  at  a  moment  when  she  could  have  no  sort  of 
rontioul  ovei  them,  and,  in  tuith  was  ignorant  they  weie  m  exist- 
ence. 

Hii  Honourable  Fi  lend  had  been  told,  in  the  outset  of  this  in- 
quire, that  infamy  must  attach  somewhere,  and  wheie  has  it  fal- 
len '  It  was  for  the  House  to  determine  thdt  question  ;  foi  his  part, 
he  was  bold  to  say,  that  no  mfamv  attached  to  his  Honourable 
j'riend,  fiom  his  conductin  thebusines.  ,  but  on  the  contrary,  hjs 
thought  that  House  and  the  whole  count] y,  were  highly  indebted  fo 
4iis  spirit  and  patriotism,  foi  having  brought  forwaid  those  charges. 
A  conspnac)  had  been  talked  of,  who  he  demanded  were  the  con- 
spiiatois?  The  Jacobins — Ye*,  and  in  Gloucester-place  did  the 
genius  of  Jacobinism  preside — there  were  his  midnight  revels  held, 
and  theie  sat  the  Duke  of  Yoik  himself  as  Chanman  of  the  festive 
board  There  was  the  nest  in  which  he  was  nouushed,  and  such 
was  the  situation  fiom  which  his  Honouiable  Friend  had  endea- 
voured to  rescue  him.  The  Genius  of  Jacobinism  holds  his  habi- 
tation as  much  in  the  dwelling  of  the  Prince  as  of  the  Peasant— as 
fiequently  m  the  palace  as  in  the  cottage,  and  it  was  fiom  the  pa- 
Uce ,  if  they  would  live  in  safetv,  they  must  first  expel  him.  "  Who 
then  (said  Mr  Whitbread)  is  the  true  Anti-Jacobin  >  Not  the  re- 
port which  goes  forth,  and  defeats  its  end  by  its  falsity — not  the 
publication  which  plainly  evinces  its  prejudice  by  its  asperity. 
No,  my  Honourable  Fuend  is  the  tine  Anti-Jacobin-  he  stands 
forwaid  in  the  cause  of  Royalty,  because  in  the  cause  of  truth,  and 
becomes  the  best  detendeY of  the  State,  because  endeavouiing  to  free 
it  fiom  corruption  Jacobinism  '  makes  the  food  it  feeds  on;'  it 
bangs  upon  a  Prince's  follies,  that  it  may  tinn  them  into  vices,  and 
even  anus  its  venom  at  this  Assembly,  v.hich  will,  1  trust  by  doing 
its  duty,  deteat  the  Vile  design  "  The  House  would  do  a  good  offic* 
by  the  countiy — it  would  act  nobly  b;  the  Duke  himself,  and  he 
tiusted,  if, as  in  the  scale  of  human  probability  he  might,  thatillus- 
tnous  personage  should  evei  mount  the  throne  of  Englaud,  the  people 
■woald  see  the  consequences  of  then  chastisement  in  his  reform.  He 
had  duga  tienchaiound  himself,  in  to  which,  unless  cautious,  he  must 
fall  W ith  respect  to  the  iettei  which )iad  been  sent  to  the  Plouse  by 
his  Royal  Highness,  he  should  make  a  few  icmaiks  on  its  contents," 
although  that  was  not  the  proper  time  to  enter  upon  its  tenor  or 
form.    He  had  asserted  his  innocence  upon  the  lionour  of  a 

Prince, 


(    504  ) 

Friiioe,  »n  ronliadiAon  to  evidence,  but  the  honour  •  a  Pimre  m 
"many  ease^,,  was  no  better  than  the  asseition  of  the  meanest  indi- 
vidual. V ratestations  of  innocence  in  cases  that  weieclea*,  weie 
of  no  avail,  and  never  attended  to  We  had;  frequently  seen 
'wietcb.es,  with  lopes  about  then  necks,  led  tu  execution,,  declare 
their  innocence  of  the  crime  for  which  they  suffered,  and  leave 
thevrqrld,  calling  <ipou  God  to  witness  the  tiutjjof  then  assei- 
tien,  but  the  ends  of  justice  could  never  be  attained  if  the  awer- 
feon  of  a  criminal  weie  to  be  received  in  opposition  to  positive  evi- 
dence; He  believed  that  at  present  much  less  corruption  had  been 
practised  than  in  foi  mer  times,  but  be  believed  that  the  chief  ica- 
son  for  that  chaige  arose  much  less  fiorn  any  impioved  notions  of 
integrity  whiqh  the  present  generation  had  acqulied,  than  from 
"the  fear  that  then  names  would  appeal  upon  the  laige  blue  book 
upon  the  table,  containing  cei  tain  questions  and  the  answeis  to 
theip  A  conv iction  for  corruption  had  lately  taken  place  against 
a  man  who  had  not  vet  received  his  sentence,  and  who  held  some 
rank  in  society,  and  be  hoped  his  case  would  opeiateas  an  c\am- 
'  pie  to  others,  and  that  all  those  whoshould  be  detected  in  siimlai 
practices,  should  be  proceeded  against  with  the  ugoi  of  law.  F/om 
■what  had  transpired  in  .that  House,  he  trusted  that  the  Ciown 
l.aw)eis  would  consider  well  before  they,  would  proceed  Anther 
against  thoie  who  were  called  the  hbelleis  ot  the  Duke  of  Yoik  , 
at  all 'events,  he  hoped  that  hbelleis  of  all  parties  would  be  treated 
alike  The  plague  had  got  amongst  us,  and  it  became  us  to  stand 
between  the  dead  and  the  healthy,  and  pievent  it  from  spreading 
Bonaparte  was  a  flea  bite,  compared  to  internal  conuption,  and 
if  we  did  not  prevent  its  spreading,  we  were  a  lost  nation 

The  Attornlv  Glneral  said,  that  as  the  Honourable  Gen- 
tleman had  addressed  some  observations  to  him,  he  hoped  lie 
might  be  allowed  to  make  a  few-observations  in  his  tuin  to  that 
Honourable  Gentleman  That  Honourable  Gentleman  had  said, 
that  he  would  not  foi  the  world  attempt  to  s;ain  the  vote  of  any 
man,  unless  fiom  his  conviction.  But  he  well  knew  what  autho- 
rity he  possessed  in  that  House,  and  it,seemed  to  be  his  own  con- 
viction winch  he  endeavoured  to  impress  upon  the  mind  ofotheis 
He  (the  Attoinev  Geneial)  asri  eed  vv  ith  what  had  been  stated  by 
Ins  Honouiable  f  uend  (Mi  Bathuisf),  that  the  question  divided 
itself  into  twopaits,  fust,  whether  his  Royal  Highness  knew  of 
tjles«  transactions,  and  if  not,  what  ought  to  be  done  >  Thinking 
thus  hecould  not  assent  to  the  Address  proposed  by  theHonouia- 
ble  Gentleman  opposite;  foi  he  thought  that  the  House  ought  to 
come  to  a  decision  on  each  distinct  question.  He  agreed  that  on 
the  first  question  they  ought  to  proceed  judiciatlv,  and  tlecide  upon 
the  evidence,  though  upon  the  second,  respecting  the  course  ot 
proceeding,  circumstances  connected  with  the  situation  of  the 
Duke  of  York  ought  to  be  taken  into  consideration.  He  wished  to 
4eal  with  the  Commander  in  Chief  as  he  would  with  the  lowest 
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individual ;  but  surely  it  could  notlje  attributed  to  the  lowest 
iflembef  of  society,  that  lie  was  more  guilty  By  declaring  his 
innocence."  Then  why' should  it  be -made "a  crime,  that  his 
Royal  Highness  had  done  so?-  Did  his  high  situation  put  him  to 
that  height,  that  the  laws  of  his  country  should  not  give  him; 
tint!  protection,  which  was,  and  he  hoped  ever  would  be,  the 
Wast  of  Englishmen  that  they  could  attain.  The  right  honourable 
gentleman  who'spoke  last,  seemed  to  throw  a  screen  over  the 
evidence  of  Mrs.  Clarke,  and  also  insinuated,  that  she  had 
foiled  those  who  attempted  to  cross-examine  her.  He  did  not 
wish  to  say  but  her  evidence,  or  at  least  part  of  it,  was  given 
with  that  el'fiontery,  that  not  any  thing  could  have  apologized 
for,  but  the  smirks  and  smiles  of  the  honourable  gentleman  and 
his  friend  ;  and  lie  now  enjoys  .he  result  of  his  encouragement . 
Mrs.  Clarke  is  the  Goddess  of  -  his  Idolatry,  aud  he  will  not 
allow  the  sacrcdness  of  her  character  to:be  violated- 

'  But  how  does  the  matter  stand ;  is  noth'er  e-idence  impeached 
by  that  of  Mr.  Nieholls,  of  Hampsteadi  .Did  not  Mrs  Clarke, 
deny  e\  er  having  passed  herself  for  a  widow?  or  ever,  having 
represented  herself  as  the  wife  of.  Air.  Dowler?  Yet  it  has  been 
proved  by  Mr.  Nieholls,  that  Mrs.  Clarke  has  passed  herself 
for  a  widow,  and  afterwards  for  the  wife  of  Mr. , Dowler ;  and 
that  when  asked  why  she  endeavoured  to  conceal  her  marriage  J 
her  answer  was,  that  if  the  Duke  of  York  knew  it,  he  would 
send  Mr.  Dowler  out  of  the  country.  But  while  the  honourable; 
-gentleman  is  so  busy  in  defending  one  witness,  he  does  not  for- 
get to  abuse  another.  Mrs.  Clarke  had  left  some  papers,  at 
Jfampstead,  in  the  hands  of  Mr.,  Nieholls.  The  present 
charges  being  noised  abroad,  Mrs.  Clarke  wishes  to  get Jba'cjk; 
the  papers,  and  sends  to. Mr,  Nieholls  to  demand  them.  Mr. 
Nieholls  refuses  them,  and  for  this  refusal  the  honourable 
gentleman  accuses  him  of  having  acted  basely,  dishonestly, 
and  corruptly.  These  were  haul  words ;  aud  were  Mr.  Nieholls 
in  that  House,  he-would  be  entitled  10  retort  them.  Hut  it  is 
the  object  of  the  honourable  gentleman  to  beat  down  Mr. 
Nieholls,  and  to  uphold  Mis.  Clarke.  Ikif  Mr.  Nieholls  .may 
defend  himself.  He  may  sa_>  .Sirs.  Chitke  is  my  .creditor;  and 
1  am  justified  in  retaining  her  papers  until  I  am  paid  what 'she 
justly  is  indebted  to  me.  But  it  is  not  only  Mr.  Nieholls  vvhojij, 
the  honourable- gentleman  attacks,  but  those  who  brought  him' 
forward  as  a  witness.  Other  witnesses,  however,  have  deposed 
to  the  same  effect,  is  not  Mrs.  Clarke  again  contradicted  when 
she  denies  that  she  passed  at  Reid's  Hotel,  for  Mrs.  Dowler'? 
and  here-again  is  a  material  contradiction  to  be,  observed  on  the 
part  of  Mr,  Dowler.  Mr.  Dowler  says,  he  saw  Mrs.  Clarke  on 
the  Sunday  alter  his  arrival,  and  that  he  only  found  her  address 
through  the  medium  of  the  newspapers;  vet  Mrs.  Clarke  flew  to 
No.  XXIX.  V,  Xs  hiife' 
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Jnm  immediately  cm  hisarnvalj  and  passed  a  night  with  bun  at 
the  hotel  he  had  alieady  mentioned.  '1  his  again  was,  a^matejia1. 
catrtiadtctfon  on  the  pait  of  Mi  Dowlei,  -who  was  anxious  to 
make  the  House  believe  he  was  an  unwilling  witness 

It  has  been  said  by  the  honoinable  membu,  that  Major 
Tony ii'*$  case  had  been  pioved  by  Captain  Sandon,  and  lie 
had  asked  how  it  happened  that  the  appointment  had  taken 
plate  in  August?  We  havethisevplained  bj  a  most  cucumspect 
witness.  Colonel  Gordon,  who  had  stated,  that  eaily  m  July 
the  Duke  of  York  had  desired  him  to  make  out  a  list,  which  he 
did,  and  included  Captain  Sandon's  name, .  without  any  sug- 
gestion fiom  his  Royal  Highness,  and  b}  the  same  witness  we 
weie  mfoimed,  that  on  the  9th  of  August  His  Majesty's  sanc- 
tion was  obtained  Mis  Clarke  did  not  even  suggtst,  that 
she  had  evei  had  any  communication  with  the  Duke  of,Yoik 
upon  the  subject,  but  that  she  had  only  told  him  she  was  to 
leeeivetwo  hundred  pounds,  and  was  it  to  be  supposed,  or 
_  could  it  believed,  that  the  Duke  of  Yoik  would  have  committed 
such  an  act'  As  to  the  lettei,  supposing  it  to  be  genuine, 
though  certainly  it  was  suspicious,  it  had  no  beating  upon  the 
question. — He  could  invent  live  hundted  cncumstances,  and  at- 
tach them  to  that  letter,  which  would  make  it  appear  peifectly 
innocent — but  then  it  would  only  be  bis  statement ,  and  could 
any  one  attempt  to  attach  a  cuminal  mteipretation  to  it,  when 
Mrs  Clarke,  so  great  an  actor,  could  not  tell  how  it  applied. 
As  to  Colonel  1'iench's  levy,  nothing  but  what  Mis  Clarke 
said  could  attach  anything  improper  to,  his  Rojal  Highness. 
rl  he  regulations  for  this  levy  underwent  the  strictest  examination, 
and  with  mote  than  ordinal y  jealousy  by  Colonel  Lo:aine.  He 
could  not  agree  with  those  who  said  a  piesumptioii  aiose,  that 
the  Duke  ot  York  knew  of  this  foul  transaction  ,  he  consuleied 
such  piesumptioii  as  hard,  cruel,  and  unjust  But  it  had  been 
said  it  was  confirmed  by  the  conveisation  which  had  been  heard 
by  Miss  Taylor  If  such  conveisation  had  taken  place,  it 
would  not  bear  out  the  inteience,  without  attempting  to  in- 
validate her .  testimony,  it  was  ceitatnly  lemaikable  that  she 
should  recollect  this  circumstance  of  the  conversation  and  no 
other,  pai ticularly  as  she  had  never  heard  Colonel  Fiench's 
name  before,  or  had  evei  mentioned  it  till  tin  ee  weeks  befoie 
the  present  inquire  began.  1  his  reflection  led  him  to  another ; 
it  had  been  said  bj  Mis.  Clarke  and  Mis  Fa  very,  that  Miss 
Tiijloi  was  a  great  favourite  with  the  Duke  of  Yoik,  and  that 
she  used  to  be  admitted  to  his  dinner  patty;  now  this  might 
have  been  proved,  if  tiue,  for  M'Dowall  and  Pierson,  who 
b^d  each  waited  at  table,  and  consequently  had  more  opportu- 
nities than  Mis  Faveiy  to  notice  such  a  circumstance,  both 
declared  that  they  never  recollected  even  to  have  seen  Miss 
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Taylor  in  the  same  apartment  with  his  Royal  Highness  It 
had  been  ako'  argued  with  respect  to  the  payment  tor  plate  to 
Mr  Birkett,  that  -vben'the  Duke  of  Yoik  gave  bills  to  the 
amount  he  did,  he  knefr  there  was  a  deficient  j  of  five  hundred 
pounds — he  knew  that  was  paid  by  Mrs  Clarke,  and  conse- 
quent!) that  she  fnust  have  paid  it  with  the  five  hundred  pounds 
received  bn  account  of  Colonel  French*;,  levy  but,  he  said, 
that  ebnnoisance  must  be  proved,  which,  it  was,  not ,  and  there- 
fnefe  was  no  evidence  against  the  Duke  of  York,  and  the 
whole  of  the  objections  wei  e  deslro)  ed  — He  then  pioceeded  to 
comment  on  the  conti adictions  in  the  evidence  of  Mi  Dowler, 
m  denying  his  mteiview  with  Mis  Claike,  which,  he  con- 
tended, were  paitly  for  the  puipose  of  airaigmrig  histestimony. 

Having  commented  on  the  diffeient  cases  which  had  been 
ihade  the  subject  of  mquny,  tbe  learned  gentleman  proceeded 
to  take  a  view  of  th"  diffeient  opinions,'  alleady  expiessed,  on 
the  degree  of  blame  whic-h  it  was  admitted  did,  to  £  greater  Qr 
smaller  degiee,  attach  to  the  Commandet  m  Chief  -—Theie 
weie  gentlemen  who  thought  that  even  should  his  Royal  High- 
ness not  be  thought  to  be  implicated  in  the  conupt  piattices  im- 
puted to  him,  that  an  addiess  should  be  pie»ented  to  his  Ma- 
j"Stj,  stating  the  natute  of  the  piactices  winch  had  been  m- 
quiied  into,  and  prajmg  th^t  Ins  Rojal  Highness  should  be  dis- 
missed jiom  his  situation  of  Comn>andei  in  Chief  Another 
honolnaWe  gentleman  had  been  of  opinion  tl  at  a  lesolutiou 
shoiild  be  enteied  on  their  own  Journals,  which,  without  ad- 
diessmg  h'is  Majesty,  should  have  the  effect  of  causing  ins 
Rov  al  Highness  to  resign  And  another  had  been  of  opinion, 
that' the  House  should  not  allow  the  matlei  to  pass  vithout 
expressing  then  judgment  upon  it,  but  that  th&  case  did  Hot 
require  ain  addiess  01  lesolutiou 

He  begged  it  to  be  recollected,  that  from  the  year  1704,  the 
Duke  of  Yoik  had  btcn  Commander  v\  Chut,  that  dunpg 
that  penod  the  condition  of  the  army  hud  been  improved  m 
every  icspect  undei  the  auspices  of  his  Aoya\  Highness;  that 
except'duiing  the  period  of  his  connection  with  Mis  Claike  m 
theveai  1804,  no  chaige  oi  imputation  of  an>  kiud  had  been 
made  agamsl  him,  that  horn  the  time  he  sepal  died  fiom  Mis. 
Clarke,  no  vestige  of  a  chaige,  not  even  the  smallest  imputation, 
had  been  attempted  to  be  attached  to  him  I  hese  things  he  de- 
sued  to  be  kept  in  view  ,  and  if  it  appeared,  that  Irom  tne  time 
of  his  sepaiatmg  hom  Mis  Clarke  to  the  piesent,  all  the  m- 
dustiv  of  the  Honourable  Movei  could  notconjuie  up  the  Vestige 
(if  an  accusation,  he  submitted  that  that  afforded  strong 
proof  that"  theie  "was  nothing  of  the  sOit  to  bung  forwaid,  not 
only  because  nothing  was  proved,  but  because  nothing  was  at- 
tempted to  bo  pioved  in  these  encumstances  then  loan  of 
X  x  2  pioceedmg 
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-proceeding  was  matter  pf  serious  consideration,  and  it  becam 
them  to  see  that  they  did.  not  act  more  severely  and  harshly  than 
the  public  cause  demanded.  Some  consideration  too,  was  due 
for  his  Majesty;  and  it  became  the  house  to  consider  well  if  the 
necessity  gf  the  case  was  imperative  on  them.  If  the  public 
safety  requited  either  such  an  address  or  resolution  as  should 
render  it  necessary  for  his  Royal  Highness  to  forfeit  his  situation 
as  Commander  in  Chief,  he  surely  said -the  measure  must  be 
-resorted  to.  If  it  was  thought  that  the  army  would  be  injured 
or  disgraced  ;  if  it  was  imagined  that  tiv  safety  or  credit  of  the 
army  would  be  endangered  ;  if  a  continuance  of  the  frauds  to 
which  it  had  been  exposed  was  to  be  dreaded,  he  must  surely 
say,  that  he  should  be  of  opinion  that  such  address  or  resolution 
ought  to  pass.  But  u  hen  he  considered  the  length  of  the  inquiry 
that  had  been  going  on,  and.that  in  the  whole  course  of  it,  not 
a  siugje  instance  of  the  improper  grant  of  a  commission  had  oc- 
curred—that within  the  fourteen  years,  during  which  the  Duke 
.of  York  had  been  Conmiander  m  Chief,  not  one  improper  ob- 
ject, on  whom  to  confer  a  commission,  had  been  biought  for- 
ward; no  one  instance  in  whkh  one  of  the  regulation*  for  the 
conduct  of  the  army,  hid  been  relaxed ;  indeed,  that  to  look 
at  the  way  in  which  the  army  had  been  officered,  it  was  only 
Necessary  to  look  where  they  had  been  led ;  then  it  followed 
that  the  complaint  was  -not  that  improper  men — unworthy 
officers— had  been  nominated,  but  that  among  many  worthy 
officers,'  some  of  them  had  preferences  given  them  by, Mrs. 
"Clarke/  Such  a  power  she  had  no  doubt  taken  credit  to  herself 
for  possessing,  but,  such  there  was  no  evidence  whatever  that 
she  actually  did  possess,  It  was  well  known  that  persons,  who 
had  acted  as  servants  to  Prime  Ministers  and  Secretaries  of  State, 
had  taken  money,  pretending  that  they  could  procure  pardons; 
it  would  be  equally  just  to  condemn  the  master*  of  such  servants 
as  guilty  of  the  sale  of  pardons,  as  to  condemn  the  Duke  of 
York  for  the  acts  of  Mrs.  Clarke.  lie  was,  therefore,  if  the  first 
resolution  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  should  be  agreed 
to,  for  passing  such  a  resolution  as  should  fall  short  of  making 
his  Royal  Highness  retire,  or  be  removed.  Could  any  man, 
after  this  inquiry,  believe  that  things  would  grow  worse?  Did 
any  man  believe  that  the  Duke  of  York  was  insensible  to  the 
perils  and  dangers  with  which  he  was  surrounded,  and  that  he 
■would  not  profit  by  the  lesson  he  had  received  ?  Did  any  man 
think  he  would  not  be  sensible  of  his  acquittal,  and  of  the  re- 
proof accompanying  it?  Did  any  man  believe  that  he  would 
not  be  sensible  of  all  these  things,  and  careful  to  avoid  a  similar 
situation?  ■ 

Mr.  Whitbrbad  in  explanation-stated,  that  amidst  a  number 
of  misrepiesentatiorrs  which  the  learned  gentleman  had  made  of 

what 
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what  fell  fioni  him,  he  should  only  allude  to  two,  one  of 
them  regarding  Mr.  Dowler,  and  the  other  regarding  Mrs. 
Clarke.  The  ledrned  gentleman  had  overstated  the  case,  in 
saying  that  he  represented  Mr.>  Dowler  as  Tinnnpeache'd, 
lie  had  'only  said,  that  he  1iad  not  been  guilty  of  contradic- 
tion. With  legard  to  Mis.  Claike,  the  honourable  and  learned 
gentleman  had  "said,  that  he  had  represented  her  as  a  'witness 
entitled  to  full  credit,  and  that  he  had  taken  her  as  such  Under 
Ms  arm.  fie  had  not  said  so.  He  had  Only  stated  that  in  Mrs. 
Clarke's  evidence  ,there  was  a  scintilla  of  truth,  aiid'lhe-refole 
that  s'he  was  not  totally  unwoithj  of  credit.  ■  ■ 

Mr.  Banks  rose,  amidst  the  repeated  cries  of  Adjpurn ! 
Adjourn  ' — He  said  it  was  not  his  intention  to  mtrudchimself 
upon  the  notice  of  the  House,  at  that  late  hour,  but-as  he  meant 
to  move  an  amendment  upon  the  original  motion,  he  was  desirous 
of  making  a  few  general  obseivations  upon  the  nature  and  extent 
of  that  amendment. — The  amendment,  he.said,  suggested  that 
night,  by  an  honourable  friend  (Mr.  Bathurst)  would  form  the 
basis  of  that  he  should  have  the  honour  of  submitting  foi  the 
approbation  of  the  House,  and  he  trusted  it  would  not  only 
meet  the  justice  of  the  case,  but  be  free  from  objection.  In  the 
view,  however,  he  had  taken  of  the  subject,  though  he  Whs 
prepared  to  proceed,  if  the  House  were  disposed  to  hear  him, 
yet  he  thought  it  adviseable  to  avail  himself  of  the  few  hours 
reflection  the  adjournment  would  give  him,  and  to  c6nsult 
further  with  his  friends  upon  a  point  that  called  for  such  grave 
and  matme  consideration  -It  was,  he  said,  his '.intention  "to 
propose  the  abridgement  of  much' of  the  address  as  it  was  origi- 
nally moved,  and  to  add  to  it  a  paragiaph  that  should  negative 
the  conclusion  of  personal  cOiruption  or  criminal  paitrc'rpatiou 
or  accession  on  the  paitof  Ins  Royal  Highness.  It  was 'alp 
his  intention  to  piopose  that  that  pavt  of  the  addtess  which 
went  to 'the  dismissal  of  his' Royal  Highness  should  be  left  out ; 
but  at  the  same  time  that  the  amendment  should  be  so  worded,  tb/ai 
it  should  express  the  decided  opinion  of  the  House,,  that  his 
Boyal  Highness  the  Duke  of  Yoikat  present  could  not  continue 
to  hold  the  office  of  Commander  in  Chief.  Having  said  that, "fie 
should,  without'further  lemark,  proceed  to  move  that  the  House 
do  adjourn.  ",  *\ 

The  motion  wqs,  .then  carried,  dad  at  half  an  hour  pasij'Kjia 
in  the  morning,  the  iiouse  adjourned. 

'Friday  March  10. 

On  the  motion  of  Lord  FoiXStone,  the  House  proceeded' In 
the  further  consideration  of  the  report  of  the  Committee,  to  in- 
vestigate the  conduct  of  his  Royal  Highness  the  Commander  111 
Chief. 

X  x  3  The 
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The  oiiginal  address  of  Colonel  Wardle,  and  the  amendment 
pioposed  by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  were  read  from 
the  Chair. 

Mi.  Ba.nk.es  rose.  He  said  he  was  confident  the  House  would 
grant  him  its  indulgence,  while  he  took,  the  liberty  of  stating, 
what  to  him  seemed  the  beft  mode  of  pioceedmg  to  be  adopted 
on  the  piesent  occasion.  He  should  feel  concerned,  if  thiough 
his  means,  any  unnecessary  protraction  of  the  affair  should  take 
place.  But  when  he  considered  the  necessity  of  .attending  to 
the  foim  in  which  their  deliberations  should  with  propriety  be 
moulded,  he  must  ex  pi  ess  the  conviction  of  his  mind,  as  to  the 
necessity  of  laying  before  hU  Majesty  an  uniform  address.  He 
had  no  objection  in  concuiring  with  the  resolutions  of 
the  light  honourable  gentleman  (the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer) provided  he  agreed  to  the  amendment  which  he 
vouhJ  piopose.  in  this  discussion  he  was  aiiMOus  for  a  full  state- 
ment at  once,  in  order  that  the  House  might  be  assured  of  what 
it  was  engaged  in.  There  was  nothing  which  he  so  much  wish- 
ed to  obvute,  as  any  intiicacy  in  the  matter.  His  sole  object 
was  to  amend  the  amendment,  and  substantially  to  maintain  the 
preliminary  pait  of  the  resolutions.  The  piopnely  of  discussion 
on  the  point  of  •form,  he  stated  to  be  pro\ed  by  precedents  in 
the  years  1759  and  1783,  which  the  Sptakei  was  so  kind  as  to 
Jafford  him.  Founding  therefoie  ht->  tnomes  on  those  precedents, 
it  was  his  intention  to  biing  the  House  to  a  diwsion  on  the 
amendment,  while  he  should  wish  to  pre^ene  the  pievious  pmt 
of  the  original  motion.  In  that  House  he  was  confident  there 
was  no  individual  who  attended  the  pending  enquiiy  with  more 
iejuctafl.ee  than  he  did.  It  was  impossible  for  him  to  conceal  his 
apprehensions  that  the  lesult  ot  this  inquiry  would  be  of  more 
detriment  than  service.  Bat  as  the  House  had  so  far  gone  into 
the  case,  he  trusted  it  would  acquit  itself  with  honour.  In  pio- 
posing  the  lesult  of  the  opinions  which  he  had  formed,  he  felt 
assured  it  would  not  disgrace  him.  As,  however,  hemostcei- 
tainly  now  entertained  no  wish  for  the  same  piolongation  of 
debate  as  on  foimer  nights,  he  should  not  add  to  the  ample  dis- 
cussion which  had  aheady  taken  place  on  the  general  question. 
What  had  been  done  by  the  right  honourable  gentleman  (the 
C|iaucellor  of  the  Exchequer)  was  not  only  performed  with 
ViSiingulsWd  ability  and  ciedilable  zeal,  but  with  considerable 
fairness.  What  lie  bad  said  he  believed  to  be  from  the  g-enurne 
impression  of  his  honomable  mmd,  and  he  conceived  that  the 
whole  House  would  concui"with  lfim  when  he  asseited,  that  the 
speech  of  the  right  honourable  gentleman  was  one  of  the  ablest 
that  ever  was  delivered  by  any  member  in  it. 

The  evidence  applicable  to  the  mam  points  of  the  case  had 
also  beea  very  ably  andpoweifully  uiged  by  another  honomable 
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gentleman  on  the  other  side  (Mr.  Whitbr'ead.')  Therefore  he 
felt  it  unnecessary  for  him  to  detain  the  House  by  any  analysis 
of  this  nature.  He  should  confine  himself  to  the  general  results, 
and  the  paitieular  grounds  of  the  belief  which  produced' the  pro- 
position  he  was  about  to  submit. 

At  the  outset  of  this  discission  he  could  not  help  disapproving 
of  thedoctnne,  which  seemed  to  be  held,  that  the  House  should 
shut  its  eye-,  against  any  sort  of  "defence.  For  himself  he  would 
say,  that'he  did  not  think  that  an  entire  defence  had  or  could  be 
made  out  for  the  object  of  the  accused — bat  yet  wben  the  House 
assumed  a  judicial  character,  it  was  fair  to  let  in  any  defence  that 
might  be  offered.  His  opinions  as  to  the  propriety  of  the'House 
assuming  such  a  chaiacier  at  all  ^Vere  well  known.  His  wish  at 
all  times  was,  that  they  should  studiously  avoid  acting  in  such  a. 
character,'  For  he  could  fairly  say,  that  whenever  they  had  done 
so,  they  had  seldom  done  themselves  honour.  In  the  case  under 
discussion,  however,  they  had  decided  differently,  and  acting  as 
judges,  the  accusation  and  the  defence  were  to  be  fairly  and  fully 
"weighed  from  the  evidence  before  them,  and  from  that  evidence 
the  House  must  decide. 

Upon  the  natuie  of  that  evidence  he  had  heard  many  extra- 
ordinary  doctrines.  He -was  particularly  suipused  to  bear  'it 
seriously  laid  down,  that  because -some  o'f  the  witnesses  had  hi 
some  instances  contradicted  themselves,  or  weie  contiadicted  by 
others,  that  it  therefore  followed  they  were  entitled  to  no  atten- 
tion whatever — that  the  House  should  not  decide  ffbrir  any  part 
of  their  evidence.  'What'  was  the  house  to  be  precluded  from 
considering  and  discuimnating  the  parts  of  a  witness's  testimony, 
-which  was  credible,  and  the  parts  which  were  of  an  opposite 
nature'  He  leally  thought  his  right  honourable  fnend  (the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer)  quite  erroneous  in  hisaigument,  that 
because  ceitain  witnesses  were  exceptionable  in  some  parts  of 
their  testimony,  that  testimony  should  be  blotted  out  altogether. 
Was  that  the  rule  in  any  court  of  law  orelsewheie'-  was  it  in  fact 
a  tuleih eitherour  public  or  puvate  affairs >  Did  it  follow;  or  was 
it  an  opinion  any  where  that  because  a  peison  tells  lhany  false- 
hoods, that  person  tells  no  tulths'!  No — >uch  a  rule  should*  not 
influence  the  House,  -whose  duty  it  was  to  examine  the  whole'of 
the  evidence;,  and  to  .extract  from  it  so  much  as  was  credible  and 
applicableto  the  question  at  issue.  This  was  the  rule  of  a  court 
ot  law,  where  no  witness  was  ever  thrown  aside,  however  pre- 
varicating or  contradictory  in  some  respects,  if  in  any  respect'it 
bore  internal  evidence  of  credibility,  or  was  suppoited  by  eOi- 
roboratfng  circumstances.  Applying  this  principle  to  the1  ex- 
amination of  the  evidence  before  the  House,  every  gentleman 
iiaust  be  enabled  to  form  an  opinion  as  to  the  degree  of  credit 
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due  to  each,  and  how  that  credit  should  operate  up  en  his  judg 
merit. 

With  regard  to  the  witnesses  to  whom  his  right  honourable 
fiiend  would  apply  his  lule  of  exclusion,  he  was  free  to  confess, 
that  the  principal  (Mis.  Clarke)  did  appear  to  him  to  have  very 
little  regard  for  truth.  In  (act,  he  hardly  ever  saw  a  person  to 
whom  truth  and  falsehood  were  so  indiffeient  (a  cry  of  hear, 
hear,  from  the  Treaswy  Bench.) — but  yet,  were  not  many  ma- 
terial parts  of  this  woman's  evidence  corroborated  by  other  and 
indisputable  testimony  ?  What  was  to  be  thought  ot  the  docu- 
ments so  unexpectedly  found  ;  of  the  note,  he  would  not  say  so 
miraculously,  as  applied  to  such  a  thing,  but  ceitainly,  in  so 
extraordinary  a  manner'  After  such  discoveries  and  coirobora- 
iions,  did  it  follow  from  Mis.  Claike's  contradictions  of  herself, 
or  her  contiadictions  byotheis,  that  there  was  not  a  woid  Qf 
truth  in  her  evidence '  There  were  then  four  principal  points  in 
which  he  thought  this  witness's  testimony  incontrovei;tibly  esta- 
blished, and  the  firsc  was  by  the  evidence  of  Miss  Taylor. 
"The  attempts  made  to  invalidate  this  girl's  testimony,  were,  lie 
must  confess,  not  at'afl  convincing  to  his  mind.  As  to  the  chief 
ground  of  impeachment,  namely,  her  connection  with  this 
woman,,  was  so  naturally  accounted  for  by  her  relationship,  that 
it  was  entitled  to  no  weight  whatever.  There  were  some  points 
on  which  her  lefusal  to  answer,  or  her  e\asion,  might  appear  to 
excuse  some  question  as  to  her  ci edit,  but  it  could  not  be  said 
to  invalidate  her  testimony.  Indeed,  theie  was  an  internal  evi- 
dence in  the  thing  itself  to  which  this  witness's  evidence  applied, 
which  lendered  it  irresistibly  strong.  After  icpcaling  the  words 
mentioned  by  this  witness,  and  ienecting  upon  their  chaiacter, 
particularly  horn  comparison  with  the  Duke  of  Yoik's  own  let- 
ter, would  not  any  man  feel  it  difficult  not  to  believe  that  the 
conversation  refei red  to  did  actually  take  place.  Fiom  this  loose 
conversation  indeed,  it  was  fairly  to  be  mfeiied,  as  hia  right 
honourable  friend  near  hiin  (Mr.  B.  Bathuist)  had  stated,  that 
the  Diikenmst  have  entertained  a  suspicion  of  Mis.  Claike's 
improper  meddling  in  military  transactions.  But  he  would  go 
farther  than  his  right  honourable  fiiend,  and  say,  that  it  war- 
ranted a  belief  that  there  was  between  the  Duke  of  York  and 
Mrs.  Clarke  a  constant  unreserved  mtercomse  and  communica- 
tion upon  military  subjects.  It  was  asked,  how  it  happened, 
that  this  was  the  solitary  remark  Miss  Tayloi  heaid  the  Duke 
of  Y-oak  ever  make  to  Mrs.  Clarke  upon  mihtaiy  matters  >  and 
this  question  was  emphatically  put  by  perions  disposed 
to'  discredit  this  witness.  Incfeecl,  they  seemed  to  argde 
that  such  a  circumstance  tended  to  produce  that  effect.  >Now 
in  his  judgment  it  must  have  directly  opposite  bearing.  U  is 
said,  or  at  least  insinuated,  that  Miss  Taylor,  as  the  confidant 
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of  Mis.  Claike,  came  before  the  Committee  as" the  member  of  a 
conspiracy — that  of  couise  she  could  not  be  muih  under  the 
restidint  of  truth.  But  if  that  were  really  the  taw.-,  that  sl-e 
was  capable  of  saying  any  thing,  is  it  not  probable  that  othtr 
words  would  have  been  put  m  her  month  >  Theie  weie  frequent 
opportunities  in  the  case  of  TJnight  and  Biooke's  exchange;  it 
would  have  been  of  gieat  importance  to  a  conspiracy  to  have 
had  Miss  Taylor  state  at  once,  that  she  was  present  when  Mrs, 
Claike  received  the  two  hundred  pounds  tiom  Knight,  and 
upon  the  night  before  the  Duke  of  Yoik  went  to  \\  eymouth, 
she  gave  it,  in  his  presence,  to  a  seivant,  to  get  it  exchanged, 
after  telling  his  Royal  Highness  how  she  obtained  it.  Upon 
such  an  occasion 'as  this,  had  MhssTavlor  been  a  person  of  no 
veiat.ity,  her  vevidence  would  iiave  been  valuable.  Indeed,  it 
would  have  been  a  clumsy  contrivance  to  produce  so  many  wit- 
nesses about  sending  a  note  through  town  to  be  exchanged,  when 
the  object  could  have  been  at  once  -settled  by  Miss  '!  ayloi's- 
evidence,  had  she  been  of  the  accommodating  charactei  which 
some  gentlemen  would  impute.  And  here  he  would  ask  any 
nicmbi'i  of  that  House,  01  any  man  ot  common  sense  out  of 
it,  whether,  if  this  story  about  the  exchange  ot  the  note  had 
been i eallj  a fabi ication, somesuch  dn ectevidence  ab  he hacTnien- 
t.oned  would  not  have  been  adduced  to  support  it. 

Now,  as  to  this  mysterious  note,  he  would  obseive,  in  the 
£nt  instance,  that  this  note  seemed  to  him  the  most  unsatis- 
f'actoiy  thing  foi  any  purpose  that  could  be  Imagined.  With 
legal  d  to  the  similarity  of  handwriting,  that  was  so  difficult 
to  be  ascertained,  as  appeared  fiom  the  evidence — as  must  be 
known  from  evety  man's  experience,  that  he  should  not  dwell 
upon  that  point.  But  theie  was  a  substantive 'internal  evi- 
dence connected  with  Ibis  note,  th.it  excluded  the  suspicion  of 
forgery.  Jt  was  written,  it  is  stated,  \yith  a  view  to  impose 
upon  I  onyn.  But  it  that  was  really  the  case,  was  that  the  sort 
ot  note  likely  to  be  sent?  Here  was  a  woman  of  no  principle, 
and  capable  "of  forgery.  If  she  wished  to  forge  a  note  .'or  the 
purpose  of  imposing  on  Tonyu— of  inducing  him  to  suspend 
iiis  intention  of  withdrawing  some  money,  by  impiessing  upon 
lus  mind  that  she  had  influence  with  the  Duke  of  York,  what 
was  the  kind  ot  note  she  was  likely  to  have  written,'  in  order 
to  produce  that  effect'  Why,  something  of  this  nature — "  if 
you  please,  Toivjn's  piomotiuns  shall  cease;"  and  what  should 
pi  event  hei  from  Mibscnbing  the  Duke's  name,  particularly 
when  the  note  was  to  be  shewn  to  a  man  who  did  not  probably 
ever  see  his  Royal  Highness  write — But  would  she  not,  if  she 
had  been  inclined  to  commit  a  foigeiy,  have  signed  the  name 
of  Frederick,  of  York,  of  Albany,  as  Towne,  one  of  the 
witnesses  called  to  prove  that  she  was  in  the  habit  of  ibiging. 
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Jiad  said?  What  Towne  said,  therefore,  with  respect  to  her 
forging,  did  not  operate  on  his  mind  in  the  least.  The  mys- 
terious note,  however,  was  taken  by  Sandon,  (who,  however 
objectionable  in  other  inspects,  was  not  to  be  discredited  on 
tins  point)  to  Captain  Tonyn,  and  it  had  the  effect,  it  appears, 
of  dissuading  that  officer  iiom  withdrawing  his  money,  which 
mo/iey  Mis.  Clarke  afterwards  received  upon  his  piomotion — 
that  this  promotion  had  gone  on  in  the  most  regular  way  was 
no  doubt  in  proof  befoie  the  House.  But  it  was  not,  therefore, 
clear,  that  the  Duke  of  York  did  not  derive  any  pecuniary  ad- 
vantage upon  such  promotion.  Although  it  might  not  indeed 
be  dp.  operative  motive  on  the  Duke's  mindin  the  grant  of  pro- 
motions, there  was  nothing  in  the  evidence  U»  negative  the  idea 
that  he  had  a  knowledge  of  Mrs.  Clarke's  leceiving  a  compli- 
ment upon  the,  grant  of  particular  promotions.— »*On  the  con- 
trary, there  was  much  that  served  to  cast  doubt  and  hesitation, 
particularly  with  regard  to  French's  fe\y,  the  circumstances  of 
suspiciou  connected  with  which  were  niesistibly  strong,  al- 
though they  did  not  involve  any  tiling  to  sustain  the  charge  of 
personal  corruption  or  participation  of  profit  on  the  pait  ot  the  • 
erson  accused.  In  fact,  there  were  some  parts  of  the  case 
efore  the. Hons?,  from  which  it  was  impossible  not  to  suspect ' 
that  the  Duke  of  Yoikhad,  at  least,  somegeneial  knowledge 
.of  the  conduct  of  Mrs.  Clarke.  This  was  too  manifest,  from- 
his  own  letters,  to  be  successfully  denied  for  a  moment. 

His  right  honourable  friend  (the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer) had  no  doubt  evinced  a  gieat  deal  of  ingenuity  into 
-endeavour  to  prove  that  the  Duke's  allusion  toGeneial  Clavei ing 
was  nothing  inc-re  than  a  i-neie  leply  to  inquiry  upon  a  military 
subject,  winch  the  Duke  might  have  given  to  any  person  in 
Charing  Cross,  without  feeling  01  exciting  any  suspicion  of  an 
improper  nature,  as  well  as  to  this  woman,  lui  connection  with 
whom  had  proved  so  unfortunate  for  his  character,  and  so  se- 
riously, discreditable  to  him  in  public  opinion.  But  could  this 
eSertion  of  ingenuity  have  effect  upon  the  judgment  of  any  im- 
partial man  who  read  the  whole  of  the  letters  alluded  to?  Then 
as  to  the  letter  leferrmg  to  O'Meara;  did  not  this  serve  to  prove 
thg  influence  of  Mrs-  Clarke'  What  indeed  could  have  originally 
induced  this  foolish  ambitious  man,  who  was  so  uneasy  to 
preach  before  Royalty,  to  take  his  testimonials  to  such  a  woman, 
but  the  notoiiety  of  that  influence?  Was  there  a  man  who  could- 
doubt  the,  influence  after  then  acting  ot  these  letters? 'Could 
his^right  honourable  friend  himself  (considering  probabilities)- 
suppose  fio'm  the  natuie  of  the,  connection  subsisting  between, 
the  Duke  of  York  and  Mis.  Clarke — fiom  the  description  of 
feeling  winch  these  letters  betrayed,  that  any  subject  which 
jns'teually  engaged  the  mind  of  his  Royal  Highness  was  likely 


(    515  ) 

to  Ije  concealed  fiom  that  woman?  It  was  just  as  possible  to 
believe  such  a  thing  as  that  hfs  Royal  Highness  upon  crossing 
the  street,  or  going  liomthe  Horse  Guaids  to  Gloucester-place, 
totally  lost  sight  of  that  business  which  must  have  so  much  oc- 
cupies his  attention.  No  doubt  the  learned  gentleman  who 
made  a  statement  to  the  House  that  the  Duke  of  York  never 
had  any  communication  with  Mrs.  Clarke  upon  military  sub- 
jects, stated  only  what  he  believed  to  be  true,  and  only  what 
the  Duke  of  York  himself  might  have  believed  also,  consider  ~ 
irig  the  fallibility -of  human  memory.  But  it  was  against  the 
reasonable  presumptions  of  probability,  against  the  gei  r  al 
conceptions  of  human  nature—  against  obvious  inferences  from 
evidence  of  the  allegations  of  unquestionable  documents^  to 
believe  that  such  communications  did  not  frequently  and  unre- 
servedly, take  place.  , 

Having  stated  the  prominent  points  in  the  evidence  which 
he  deemed  material  for  the  consideration  of  the  House,  upoa, 
the  decision  to  which  he  wished  it  to  come,  he  thought  it  ne- 
cessary to  add,  that  he  saw  nothing,  acting  judicially,  winch 
would  warrant  the  House  in  taking  any  farther  criminal  pro- 
ceeding, because  no  personal  corruption  appeared  to  attach  to, 
the  accused.  The  assurance  of  this  fact  must  be  a  source  of 
peculiar  comfoit  to  the  parental  feelings  of  the  Sovereign  to 
know,  the  charge  having  been  made  that  it  proved  to  be  un- 
founded, and  that  assuiance  would  form  a  pait  of  his  address. 
But  with  that  he  meant  to  connect  some  points  upon  which  he 
thmight  it  absolutely  impossible  to  give  a  negative,  notwith- 
standing the  ingenious  display  of  his%nght  honourable  friend. 

Heie  the  honouuble  gentleman  enteied  into  an  examination 
of  the  letters  found  in  the  custody  of  Captain  Sandon,  and 
which  Mrs.  Claike  never  could  have  expected  to  see  pioduced 
upon  any  occasion;  she  m  one  or  two  of  them  lequested  that 
they  might  be  buined.  From  one  of  these  letters  he  obseived, 
that  a  very  extraordinary  infeience  was  attempted  to  be  drawn. 
He  alluded  to  the  letter  m  which  Sandon  is  requested  not  to 
enter  her  box  -at  the  play,  not  however  because  the  Duke  was 
to  be  there,  no,  but  because  he  was  to  be  accompanied  by 
Greenwood,  who  might  speak  ill  of  Sandon  l'iom  this  letter 
an  infeience  was  attempted,  most  singularly  indeed,  that  Mts. 
Clarke  was  anxious  to  conceal  her  military  tiansactions  fiom  the 
Duke  of  Yoik.  But  what  was  the  fact,  that  she,  as  it  ap- 
peared m  evidence,  nevei  desired  to  conceal  Sandon  from  the 
Duke,  but  irom  Greenwood,  between  whom  and  Mrs.  Clarke 
a  strong,  jealousy  existed,  as  well  as  there  did  between  that 
woman  and  Gordon.  To  this  jealousy  it  was  ov.  mg  that  caution 
was  employed — that  measures  were  always  taken  that  any  ap- 
plication foi  piomot'on  by  Mrs.  Clarke  should  go  in  the  regular 

way 
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w^y- that  official  forms  should  be  attended  to,  in  order  #a 
blind  Gorckju ,9iitl  (jieenwood,  and  to  aveit  the  consequences 
of  theft-  jealoji^ . 

There  4*:aj>  pother  point  in  the  case  disclosed  to  the  HmJse, 
yvas  spuy  to  st?e  Gentlemen  so.  anxious 'to  oveilook, 
a,nd  sepaia^e  ,f!oiu-the  n^ahi  question.  But  there  wavito  ques- 
tjonj  inJiiSf  mtud,  of  more  impoitance.  That  House  was  ihe 
guafdian "of  ihe  liberty  and  propeity  of  the  people;  but 'it  was 
the,  £uaid,ian  of  something  mote,  he  meant  public  moraht)  — 
aud  it  should  'take  caie_  it  dVciiai  ged  the  rmpoitant  duty  which 
helcjnged  to  it  in  tfusi  respect.  If  it  k*ept  that  duty  at  all  m 
view,  even, in  the  piesent  low  state  of  niorals,  how  was  it  pos- 
sjBle  to  c>)ei look  Ihe  immoral  conneciioir which  Was  coupled 
\utb  those  tiansaftions;  to  let  that  which  had  gi  \  en  so  much 
Otfcjice  to  all  good  men;  which  had  piodiued  so  much  public 
scandal,  ( -<  ape  wiUmut  repiehension  oi  example  >  Such  con- 
duct'm  jech  a  qu'aiter  could  not,  consistently  with  its  own 
Konoui,  be  passed  liglilly  ovei  bj  that  House.  He  tnisled  it 
would  not.  lie  felt  that  it  ought  not,  and  theiefore  he  had  in- 
tiodu'ced  a  ceiisiiie  upon  it,  into  the  address  he  had  to  present. 
Tinder  all  the  ctu  umstancet,  he  was  decidedly  of  opinion, 
that  tija,t'  House  would  not  do  its  duty  to  the  'country,  to  id 
Sovereign,  oi  to  itself,  if  it  did  not  communicate  Us  sentiments 
to  his  Majestj,  that  alter  what  had  been 'disclosed',  the  Unke 
'of  Voik  could  not  any  longei,  at  this  time,  lemain  an  uaelul 
sen  ant  of  Hie  public  '( a  loud  cry  of  hear,  hear '). 

The  add' ess  pioposed  by  his  light  honourable  friend,  lie 
,  ebseived,  was  a  mere  extnn  t  fiom  a  letter,  iccenth  presented 
to  that  House,  n)  a  very  evtiaordinai),  and,  in  his  mind,-  vu 
a  .very  exceptionable  manner.  Jt  was  the  custom  to  say,  that' 
tlie  adclress  of  the  House  to  any  Speech  from  the  Throne,  was 
generally  the  echo  "of  the  speech ,  but  he  nevei  could  .suppose 
it  possible"  to  be  said,  that  the  address  ol  that  Hnti=e  should  bo 
the  echo" of  a'leuer  (loudcries  of  hear,  heurl).  Jn.this  case, 
hawevei,  It  might  be  sanl  with  justice',  and  heue>Jtn  eould>  per- 
suade himself  to  subscnbe  to  such  an  echo.  He  Imped,  the 
J  Jiyuse  would  manifest  an  equal  unwillingness  to  do  so.  ,  il  the 
House  co,uld  not  only  endure  to  iecei\e  a  letter,  which  was  it- 
self a.n  Lull ihgemeiit  oh  its  privileges,  but  could  submit  to  send 
an  llddress  to  his  Majesty,  in  obedience  to  that  leUei ,  it  mmt 
be  contented  to  sink  m  its  own  estimation  and  that  of  the 
^cciuhtiy.  Let  the  pioceedmgs  of  the  .House  be  guided  by 
.propei  motnes,  and  spring  fiom  a  pure  source,  -and  the  coini- 
ng" wm'ild  do  justice  to  its  conduct,  whde  it  must  letain  ih'ovwi 
good  opinion.  Dilfeiirig  so  decidedly  as  he  ckd  Irani  lus  ught 
ndnbuiable  ft  rend,  m-the  conclir-ions  to  whu  h  hi»  nrind.  had 
come 'upon  the  evidence,  be  could  admit  nollrug  more  than 

'  that 


(   51.7  ) 

tfiat  it  was  barely  possible  his  right  honourable  friend  tnight  be 
right.  But  that  he  was  not  so,  that  House  would,  he  hoped 
and  trusted,  for  its  own  ciedit  and  character,'  prove  by  the  de- 
cision it  pronounced  upon  this  important  question. 

The  honourable  gentleman  concluded  by  declaring,  that  in 
his  opinion  the  whole  of  the  circumstances  had  not  been  fal- 
sified, and  that  the  conclusion  which  be  had  drawtriri  his  own 
mind  was  not  erroneous.  He  then  moved  the  Address  to  thfe 
following  effect — 

"  That  infoimation  had  been  laid  hefore  the  House,  with  re- 
spect to  certain  abuses  and  cottuptions  which  were  alledged  to 
be  prevalent  in  the  disposal  and  purchase  of  commissions  and 
promotions  in  his  Majesty's  land  forces.  That  the  House  had  ac- 
cordingly instituted  the  most  diligent  examination  into  the 
grounds  of  such  charges;  and  that'fMy  felt  the  deepest  concern 
that  the  result  of  that  inquiry  was  such  as  to  convince  them  that 
such  coiruptions  and  abuses  had  pievailed.  That  they  had,  at 
the  same  time,  great  satisfaction  in  being  enabled  to  declare 
that  there  appeared  to  them  to  be  no  ground  for  charging  the 
Commander  in  Chief  with  personal  corruption ;  but  while  they 
were  glad  to  do  justice  to  his  Ko)  al  Highness,  and  tq^  ac- 
knowledge the  good  consequences  that  had  resulted  to  the  army 
fiom  the  regulations  he  had  introduced,  and  the  improvements 
be  had  adopted  in  advancing  their  discipline  and  conduct,  still 
they  felt  themselves  obliged  to  express  their  opinion,  that  such 
abuses  could  not  have  prevailed,  to  the  extent  they  had  done, 
without  exciting  at  least  the'suspicion  of  the  Commander  iu 
Chief;  and  that  if  such  abuses  had  existed  without  the  know- 
ledge of  hisKojal  Highness,  that  House  had  great  reason  to 
doubt  whether  the  Chief  Command  of  his  Majesty's"*  forces 
could  with  propriety,  or  ought  with  prudence,  remain  in  the 
hands  of  the  Duke  of  York.  That  the  House  had  discovered, 
with  the  deepest  concern,  that  a  tonnectjon  had  subsisted, 
fraught  with  injurious  consequences  to  the  caiise  of  religion  and 
morals,  and  of  a  f  haratter  the  most  opposite  in  its  nature  to  the 
bright  example  of  morality  given,  thioughout  a  long  reign,  by 
.his  Majesty  to  his  people." 

Mr.  Yokke  said,  that  he  felt  the  greatest  confidence  that  the 
Home  would  come  to  a  conscientious  decisiou  on  this  subject, 
which  was  one  of*  the  most  important  that  had  fallen  under  the 
cognizance  of  Parliament  within  his  memory.  There  weie 
many  members,  who,  in  their  capacity  of  magistrates,  inust 
hau?  acquired  a  very  competent  knowledge  of  the  principles  of 
the  law  of  evidence,  and  it  was  upon  these  principles  only 
tli.it  they  could  decide  rejecting  the  credibility  of  the  evidence 
they  had  heard  at  their  bar.  i\d\ertin^  to  a  remark, from  the 
honourable  Gentleman  in  whom  this  discussion  origihatea1,  he 
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declared  his  persuasion,  that  although  that  House  was  ,th? 
virtual  r<"pm>ei|lalive  of  the  people,  and  ought  not  tq  act  with- 
out a  reference  to  popular  feeliiig;  .yet  that  they  would  6nv  no 
Occasion  -sacrifice  ffieir'judgineiit  to  .popular  clamour.  He  felt 
confident,  therefore,  that  the  Ultimate  decision  ot  the  House 
*roul'd  be" satisfactory  to\the  public., 

There  were  two  "questions'  bef&re  the  House.  ,  The  first  was, 
■Whether  his  Royal  "Highness, the  Duke  of  York  was  implicate^ 
^ these  transactions  of  personal  corruption  01  comipt  cohni- 
■yaface,  .'  A  question  would  arise  upon  this,  as  to  what  the  pro- 
ceedings of  tlie  House  should  be.  The  second  question  w  as, 
whether,  ev^h  ni  the  supposition  of  his.  Royal  Highness  being 
acquitted  of  corruption  or  criminal.partidpation,  vhere-w'asn'ot 
sufficient  evidence  befoi e  the  committee  that  his  (Oiulucthad 
been  rncpirect,  and  was  thereibie  liable  to  censine.  'J  hese  (.wq 
questions^  in  his  opinion,  emLiA'ced  the  who'.e  ot  the' proceed? 
iugs  before  the  House.  The  addiess  moved  by  the  honourable 
geritteman  (Sir. '  Wardte)  Telaled  to  the  fust  question;  Jhe 
naiiendment^  proposed  by  his  right  honourable  friend  to  the 
Second.  Although' he  entirely  differed  iu  opinion  from  his"  right 
Mmourable  -friend'  who  had  just  sat  down,  he  was  far  'from 
aScrtbmg  to  hivn  any  purposed  contrivance  to  render'  difficult 
the  course  which  the  House  had  to  adopt.  He  could  not,,  how- 
ever, help1' being  surprised  to  hear  Ins  right  honourable  iriend 
*ay,  that  the  couise  which  he  had  advised  was  calculated  to 
avoid  ihtrWacy.  The;direct  u-verse  was  the  icase.  Hi&right 
honourable  friend,  m  the  address  which  he  had  pi.oposetl,,,  ad* 
fluffed  in'substanee  the  fust  lesolution  of  the"  ughl  honourable 
gentleman, near  hm\,  namely,  that'  it  was  'proper  the  House 
should  come  to  a]  decbion  "on  the  question ;  but  hjs  4gW  hu* 
nonrable"  friend  cojild  not,  it  seemed,  jjgree  to,  the.  Second  re- 
$8hjtibl)  of '  the  ri'ght  honourable  genlleuiari,  because  lherg  w-as 
*£.senteiice.ifi  the  fatter  pari  of  It  to  which  he  objected..  Wjoul'f 
'not  'tfje  tnbat  plaTft  and  obwous'cbuite  have  been  fprbls  rigjit 
MfioufabTe  friend^  when  that  resolution'  was,  put,  la  piopqse 
io  the  Hou?e  art  amendment,  compmipg  bis  \iew  of  the  sub- 
ject?" SuMi  a  step 'would 'have  been  simple,  and  would  have 
^voided  all  that  contusion  which  nju,t  result  frojn  the  change  in 
tteformoT  the -question  before  the  House;  ifi'the  fnstjnsjtancej 
'from  an  address  to  resolutions,  and  now'frdm  resolutions,  tq  aji 
addtess:"  '  ' 

Ho  requested1  the  indulgence  of  the  House,"  while  l]e  briefly 
adverse!  to  the  evidence  they  bad.  heard  a,t  their, bar,  '.It  ap- 
peared, frotn'tliis,  that  Mis.  Claike  had.  lived  with  the  Duke  of 
York  for 'about  two'yearsand  a  half,  and  it  was  mad?  a  charge 
'jaj^afnst "his  Royal  Highness,  that  during  that  time  she,  by, her 
'ageirts  _'Jaa<A  "engaged  in  an  extended  systeja  of  corrUptiQn,re- 


Towards  the  middle  Or  end  of  ISOo',  Ins  Roy  al  Highness  foirntl 
reason  to  part  with  this  woman,  and  it  was  deeply  to  be  regretted 
that  he  had  not  come  to '  this  resolution  much  sooner.  These, 
corrupt  transactions  must  therefore  have  occurred  in  the  interval 
between  the  beginning  of  1804  and  the  period  that  she  was 
(fiscal ded".  It  appealed  also  from  the  evidence,  that  his 
Royal  Highness  had  a  great  affection  for  this  unfortunate 
woifian,  and  that  he  placed  unlimited  confidence  m  her.  The 
testimony  of  this  Moman  was  the  chief  support  of  the  different 
charges  that  were  prefetred  Now,  for  himself,  he  would  say, 
that  he  would  give  no  credit  whatever  to  ,  the,  testimony  of 
Mrs.  Clarke,  as  affecting  the  Duke  of  Yoik,  except  as  here  it 
was  corroborated  by  others.  She  had  the  stiongest 'motives  for 
endeavouring  to  destroy  the  character  of  (he  l>uke.  Wounded 
pr»de — the  fallen  and  embairassed  state  in  which  she  was- - 
revenge,  and  that  fixed  hatred  which,  \t  hen  it  once  takes"  root  in 
a  female  breast,  is  hardly  to  be  satiated,  urged  her  on  and  pro- 
duced those  various  contradictions  in  her  evidence,  which 
stripped  it  of  all  credit.  It  was  not  possible,  that  any  man, 
who  was  not  unaccountably  prejudiced  by  something  extra- 
ordinary in  the  manner  or  habits  of  that  woman,  would  be- 
lieve what  she  said,  if  it  was  uncorroborated  by  other  testi- 
mony. 

He  felt  rt  unnecessary  to  go  over  the  whole  evidence,  or  to 
remark  upon  the  charactei  of  the  several  persons  who  h id  ap- 
peared at  th'«ir  Bar,  as  it  had  already  undergone  such  ample 
eonsideiation.  Theie  was  one  circumstance,  however,  relative 
to  Mrs.  Clarke,  which  had  not  been  adverted  to,  but  which  ap- 
peared to  have  made  some  impression  upon  the  country,  injuri- 


thought  that  she  had  been  seduced  from  the  arms  of  >her  hus- 
band, debauched,  and  abandoned  ;  this,  however,  was  not  the 
fact,  it  was  wholly  an  exaggeration.  In  the  couise  of  Mrs. 
Clarke's  evidence  she  had  said,  that  she  had  been  intimately 
acquainted  with  a  Mr.  Ogilvie,  an  army  agent,  before  she  was 
acquainted  with  the  Duke  of  York,  or  at  least  before  she  went 
to  reside  in  Gloucester  Place.  Pievious  to  that  time  she  had 
been  examined  before  the  Commissioners,  relative  to  Mr.  Ogilvie's 
bankiuptcy,  and  had  been  asked  duiing  the  examination,  whe- 
ther she  lived  with  Mr.  Ogilvie?  To  which  she  answered,  that  lie 
had  lived  with  her. 

In  this  school,  a  woman  of  her  talents  could  not  but  have 
made  great  proficiency  in  that  science,  which  she  so  dexteiously 
and '  successfully  practised  while  under  the  piotection  of  his 
Royal  Highness.  ,  According  to  her  account,  it  was  not  until 
some  time  after  the  establishment  at  Gloucester  Place  was  set 
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up,  when  she  discovered  that  the  allowance  was  no|  sufficient  to 
maintain  it,  that  she  felt  herself  under  the  necessity  of^akiug 
up  this  system.  But  let  gentlemen  examine  the  minutes,  and 
there  they  would  find  it  in  evidence  that  the  proposal  for  French's 
levy  was  made  on  the  1st  of  February  1804,  before  the  esta* 
blishment  at  Gloucester  Place  was  set  tip,  or  just  as  it  had  com- 
menced. In  fact,  she  began  to  put  her  knowledge  in  practice, 
before,  by  her  own  account,  she  became  in  the  least  embar- 
rassed, was  he  not  justified  in  saying  that  this  woman  came 
out  of  Mr.  Ogilvie's  hands  well  acquainted  with  all  the  mysteries 
of  military  services ?  The  application  from  Sandon  and  French 
must  have  been  before  she  went  to  reside  in  Gloucester  Place. 
Would  any  one  believe  what  she  .said  respecting  her  distresses 
having  arisen  some  months  after  she  had  come  to  Gloucester 
Place?  It  was  proved,  by  her  connection  with  S.uidon  and 
Trench,  that  the  story  of  her  distress  ttas  invented  to  bolster  up 
that  fact. 

The  honourable  gentleman  who  last  spoke,  had  said,  that 
there  v.ere  circumstances  of  very  strong  suspicion  in  the  case  of 
French's  levy ;  but  that  suspicion  was  in  general  excited  by  the 
testimony  of  Miss  Taylor,  and  the  disposition  in  that  House  to 
credit  that  testimony ;  he  however  confessed  that  he  had  very 
gieat  d  mbts  upon  his  mind  whether  any  credit  was  due  even  to 
1k:i  'i'halpaitof  her  evidence  with  respect  to  her  knowledge 
of  Mrs.  li'avery,  did  appear  to  him  a  little  extraordiiiary.  She 
admitted  that  she  knew  Mis.  Favery,  but  that  she  never  recol- 
lected whether  she  ever  went  by  the  name  of  Farquhar.  It  was 
impossible  she  could  have  forgotten  such  a  circumstance;  or,  if 
she  had,  how  were  they  to  reconcile  it  with  her  tenaciousness  of, 
memory  im'ecoUectingjteriaftVnalmo^,  a  conversation  which  had 
taken  place  so  many  years  before,  when  this  strong  circumstance 
in  her  evidence  was  coupled  with  the  fact  ot  her  .being  an  old  and 
intimate  fnend  of  such  an  abandoned  woman  as  Mrs  Clarke?  lie 
confidently  put  it  to  the  House  whether,  as  to  the  issue  of  this 
conversation  having  or  ha\  mg  not  occurred,  they  could  find  the 
Duke  guilty  either  of  personal  conuption  or  criminal  connivance 
upon  such  evidence.  He  at  the  same  time  admitted  the  great 
probability  of  the  Duke  having  occasionally  conversed  witli  this! 
woman  on  military  matteis.  She  had  e\  idently  a  great  shaie'of 
J«»s  confidence,-  and  it  was  natural  to  suppose  that  m  a  connections 
of.  so  tprider  a  natuie,  the  Duke  might  have,  in  the  most  nine-, 
cent  manner,  icferred  to  military  business  that  at  any  patticular 
time  much  engiossedhis  thoughts.  Itappeared  that  he  vt  as  dis- 
pleased with  the  manner  with  whichColonel  French's  levy  went 
on,  and  it  was  theietoie  not  unlikely  that  in  a  momentary  effu- 
sion he  had  expressed  himself  indignantly  against  French,  and* 
that  it  was  at  this  length  of  time  so  coloured  as  to  bear  npo.n  a- 
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cfearge  of  corruption.  Miss  Ta> lor  might,  perhaps,  beiacaps*, 
bleof  submitting  to  be  instrumental  to  tins,  but  it  wasslill  to  be 
recollected  that  she  was'  in  long  arid  close  intimacy , -with: Mrs, 
Clarke,  and  that  Mrs.  Clarke,  had  served  her.  As  for  Mrs. 
Claike,  he  believed  her  - capable  not  only  of  applying  falsely 
such  a  conversation,  but  of  engrafting  it  upon  the  false  founda? 
tion  of  a  malicious  charge.  But  taking  the  words  as  deposed  to 
by  Miss  Taylor,  still  they  did  not  warrant  the  construction  that 
the  Duke  of  Yoik  had  any  peisonal  knowledge  of  the  criminal 
transactions  passing  Yietween  Mrs.  Clarke  and  Colonel  French; 
but  not  only  would  he  say  corruption,  but  he  deniexlthat  there 
was  any  ground  for  concluding  the  Duke  of  York  guilty  of  ,«ri*- 
nnnal  connivance,  for  who  would  take  upon  him  to. say,  tha.tit 
had  been  pioved  that  the  Duke  of  York  knew  of  Mis  Cla'ike's 
receiving  money  from  Colonel  French,  lor  the  laising  this  levy, 
though  there  could  be  no  doubt  that  a  woman  of  her  abandon- 
ed nature  would  not  hesitate  to  thai  ge  the  Duke  as  a  participa- 
tor in  her  own  guilt ;  like  another  harpy  she.would  fly  to  the: 
feast  to  taint  and  to  destioy.  "  Atrox  et  dim  tolat  unyuibics 
raptura  Caleno."  It  was  not  possible  to  say  what  she  would 
not  attempt,  to  do;  but  the  House  would  know  well  to  what 
limit  they  would  believe  her.  Hie  charge  on  Colonel  French's 
levy  had  been  ah  eady  so  ably  handled,  thathe  should  not  trouble 
the  House  with  a  repetition  of  the  arguments  w.lnch  had  already 
been  so  ably  put. 

With  respect  to  Tonyn's  case,  the  only  circumstance  that 
connected  it  with  the  Duke  of  Yoik  was  the  note  which  had 
been  found  in  .Sancton's  possession.  But  it  was  very  doubtful  art 
the  face  of  it,  whether  that  note  was  wi  itten  by  his  Royal  High- 
ness or  not.  So  much  doubt,  indeed,  had  he  about  if,  that  he 
cbuld  not  recon«k>  his  mind- to  believe  that  it  was,  and  that  i£ 
related,  as  chaiged,  to  a  cnmm<tl  transaction.  He  rather  be- 
lieved that  it  had  been  forged  by  \h,-,.  C. -for  the  piuposeof  de- 
frauding Tonjn,  through  the  medium. q£  her  agent  Sandon. 
No  one  who  eomideied  the  abandoned  character  of  thh  woman, 
could  hesitate  fobelievethatshe  did  not  seize  on  eserj  tfungwithip. 
hei  reach,  with  the  rapacity  of  a  hai  py.  ■ 

Many  gentlemen,  well  acquainted  with  vanous  hands,  whose 
business  it  wa<- to  detect  toigeues,  and  m -which  they  shewed, 
themselves  very  ck\ei,  had  d  judIs  as  to  the  note  being  the 
hand-writing  of  the  Duke,  Indeed,  any  member,  who  took  the 
trouble  of  caiefulh  examining  Mr.-.  Clarke's  lotteis,  would  pei- 
ceive,  that  the)  contained  a  b&MS  !oi  a  facility  of  imitating  the 
Duke's  hand  ;  andtheie  were  two.  short  notes  of  his  liojal  High- 
ness, m particular  •which  she  might  make  use  of  as  autogiapbs  t.> 
counterfeit  the  Duke's  wilting.  But  suppocmg  it  vas  wutten  by 
the  Duke,  might  it  not  have  related  to  some  other  Tony  n,  or  «b 
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some  ..circumstance  r  cspecting'thU  same  Ton}  n<  other  than  ~his 
promotion?  It  was  impossible  fo  give  up  any  person  to  ceiisure 
and  punishment  on  such  evidence. " '    .  '  - 

©n  Cartels  case  he  wottld  'say  but  little,  as  any  imputation 
against  his/  Royal  Hiahness  on  the  subject-  of  his  promotion 
Seemed  to  be  'given  up"  by  all  sides  of  the  House.  There  was 
great  reason  to 'suppose,  that  the  Duke  knew  he  was  the  son  of 
Captain  Sutton,  and  it  is  possible  that  he  may  have  attended  his- 
person.  But  his  Royal  Highness  had  shewn," that  he  had  always 
been  very  anxious  about  the  character  of  the  army,  and  that  he 
was  veiy  careful  that; no  improper  person  should  intrude  into  it. 
•It\*as  one  of  the  chief  and  first  objects  of  his  Gare  when  he  took 
the  .command  of  thearmy ;  the  chafacter  of  which  was  far  dif- 
ferent now  -from  what  it  was  when  he  was  put  at  the  head  of  it. 
With -regard  to  Shaw's  appointment,  he  should  not  detain  the 
House  a  moment  on  it.  -  There  was  no  irregularity  in  any  in- 
stance relating  toit.  He  was  placed  on  the  half- pay  as  a  matter 
cf  conrse.  The  pencilled  note,  so  much  insisted  on,  did  not 
■etard  his  appointment  for  a  moment.  It  did  not  appear, 
from  the  documents  in  Colonel  Gordon's  office,  that  any  letter 
had  been  ever  written,  of  which  this  presumed  rejection  of  his 
proposal  was  the  basis. 

The  next  case  was  that  of  Do\vler;  and  here  he  must  say 
there  was  no  credit  whatever  due  to  the  testimony  of  this  man. 
For  years  he  had  been  the  favourite  paramour  of  Mrs.  Clarke, 
long  before  she  came  to  live  with  the  Duke.  He  had  expended 
•considerable sums  on  her,  and  nothing  was  more  hkely  than  that 
lie  should  have  had  recourse  to  this  stratagem  to  get  one  thousand 
pounds  out  of  old  Mr.  Dowler,  for  the  purpose  of  expending  it 
on  this  woman.  It  was  proved  that  they  were  in  the  habit  of 
drawing  bills  on -each  othei,  and  one  of  these,  to  the  amount  of 
'three  hundred  pounds  was  discounted  at  Paiker's,  and  remained 
unpaid  to  this  dayv  There  was  no  doubt  on  his  mind  that  Ihe 
,  application  in  fayour  of  Dowler  came  from  Sir  Brook  Watson. 
It  appealed  from  the  correspondence  with  the  Ti easury,  that 
three  out  of  the  five  aVistanl  tlorimissanes  for  which  he  applied 
had  been  recommended  by  him.  This  picsumption  was  corro- 
borated by  Dowler  himself;  for  in  his  conversation  with  an  ho- 
nourable member  of  the  House  (Alderman  Combe),  he  said 
■that  he  was  peisuaded  he  obtained  his  appointment  through  Sir 
#rook  Wats.on.  Heshouldsay  no  more  respecting  the  ciiimnal 
"  Bart  of  the  transaction.  If  the  Duke  wished  to  make  a  profit  of 
iis.pationage,  had  he  not  hundreds  of  ensigncies  and  cornetcies 
every  yeai  at  his  disposal  which  he  might  have  turned  to  ac- 
count ?  The  sale  of  these  might  have  produced  him  thousands, 
y  he  was,  base  and  mean  enough  to  endeavour  to  derive  advan- 
tage from  ihe  power  of  dispp?ing  of  them.   Was-  it  to  be  sup- 
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■posed  then,  that  he  would  employ  this  woman  in  this  abomina- 
ble traffic  for  the  sake  of  a  few  hundreds  >  He  would  say  one 
word  more  respecting  French's  levy.  The  expence  of  it  did: 
not  exceed  forty-one  pounds  per  man ;  a  very  reasonable 
price,  conMdeung  the  difficulty  of  obtaining  nien  at -that  time. 
£t  did  not,  in  fact,  cost  as  much  as  other  levies  that  were  on  foot. 

He  would  now  proceed  -to  make  some  observations'  on  -the 
general  view  of  the  whole  case,  and  on  the  course'of  proceeding, 
which,  m  his  opinion,  the  house  ought  to  pursue.  rI  he  add>e>s 
proposed  by  the  honourable  gentleman  opposite,  contained 
no  distinct  opinion  on  the  ciumnahty  or  iiinocerice  of  his- 
Royal  Highness.  It  insinuated  e\ery  thriig,  and  ^  asset  ted 
nothing.  But  )  et  it  concluded  by  requesting. his  Majesty -to'dis- 
imss  bis  Royal  Pighness  from  the  eoimnanu  of.  the  afrfiiy.  '  To 
such  3  proposition. there  were  insurmountable  objeettorfs."  "-If  his 
lioyal  Highness  were  thought  by  the  House  guilty  of.  that  which 
•was  imputed  to  him,  they  ought  to  impeach  him.  -  If  on  that- 
impeachment  his  Rojal  Highness  were  found  guilty  by  .'his  Peers 
of  criminal  participation  in  con upt purposes,  orpaiiieipatjon 
in  those  purpose's,  did  any  man  think,  that  merely  to  Igfikne 
him  from  bis  command  would  be,  enough?  No ;  "tnwier  Such 
•circumstances,  it  would  be  the  duty  of  both  Houses  of  Pfflliaifient 
to  carry  to  the  foot  ot  the  throne  a  Bill  to  exclude  kls^Ro^il 
Highness  from  the  succession.  If  it  were  deemed  proper  \ii  a 
former  "period  of  our  histoiy,  to  discuss  the  propriety  "of  ex- 
cluding a  Prince  from  the  succession,  because  ke  adhered-t©  the 
rehg.on  of  his  forefather,  he  would  say,  that  if  a.PniiCe"  la  the 
-present  day  were,eoavi<  ted  by  Ins  Peers,  of  transactions  Sybase- 
and,  criminal,  as  to  tarnish  the  brilliancy  of  _the  Crown  oh'  the 
head  of  Majesty,  and  stilly  the  errame  on  his' robe,  fhe  propo- 
sition agitated  .in  the  time  of  Charles  II  should  now  be  carried 
into  eflect,  and.a  Bill,  to  exclude  such  a  Prince  from  the-Tfilone 
ought  to  be  agreed  to  by  both  Houses  of  Parliament.  It  was 
impossible  that  apimce,  convicted  of  such  practices  could  sjt  up- 
right upon  hrs  Throne,  or  look  his  people  mt  he  face.  Thesewould 
be  the  consequences  of  acceding  to  this  address.  With  rc  speet 
-to  th'e'undue  influence  said  to  be  exerted  over  the  Commander 
in  Chief,  the  extent  to  which  it  was  exercised,  he  thought  that, 
on  a  fair  examination  of  the  evidence,  it  would  appear  that 
not  one  of  these  pioeeechngs  wen:  m  tjieniselves  improper.  They 
would  have  taken  place  without  the  mteifeienceof  Mis.  Clarke. 
There  was  nothing  improper  or  detrimental  to  the  public  in 
-them.  But  his  honourable  fiiendsaid  she  had  an  interest  iri  ad- 
vancing these  promotions.  How  did  it  appear'  Was  it  from 
the  letter  respecting  General  Clavei  lug's  application?  It -was 
very  natural  that,  between  a  lady  and  a  gentleman  living  f6ge- 
'thei'on  the  teims  these  did,  such  a  cemmtimeaticn-  mighi4ake 
'  place  without  any  corrupt  view  whatever.   Mrs.  Clarke  said  at 
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bar  that  she  had  between  fifty  and  sixty  letters  of  the  Duke  of 
York,  and  }et  this  was  the  only  instance  in  their  correspondence 
relating  to  mriitaiy  promotion.  He  was  astonished,  therefore, 
the  honourable  member  should  assei I,  that  it  was  clear  that  the 
Duke  of' Yolk 'was  in  constant  habits  of  communicating  with 
]\fi  s.  Clarke  on  mihtai  y  matters,  when  there  was  only  one  solitary 
instance,  in  which  it  appeared  to  have  taken  place ;  it  there 
was,  the  House  might  be  assui  ed  that  either  Mrs.  Clarke,  or 
the  honourable  member  who  preferred  the  charges  against  Ins 
Royal  Highness,  would  not  have  neglected  to  avail  themselves, 
of  such  documents.  As  to  Dr.  O'Meara,  it  was  to  be  lamented 
that  the  Duke,  on  such  a  recommendation,  should  have  inter- 
fered for  this  man,  or  made  use  of  the  expression  that  he  did 
respecting  him.  No  such  connection  should  have  existed.  He 
must  again  recur  to  Tonyn's  note.  He  could  not  consider  it  as 
affecting  the  Duke  in  the  smallest  degree.  In  his  opinion,  there 
■was  no  proof  bofote  the  House  that  could  warrant  it  to  inflict  so 
heavy  a  punishment  upon  his  Royal  Highness  as  his  removal  from 
the  command  of  the  army,  whatever  censure  it  might,  in  its  wis- 
dom, determine  to  pass  on  him. 

The  object  of  the  address  as  well  as  the  amendment  seemed 
to  be  to  remove  the  Duke  fiom  the  command  of  the  army.  If 
lie  were  brought  to  the  necessity  of  agreeing  to  such  an  addiess, 
as  he  undoubtedly  was  not,  he  should  still  extremely  deplore 
such  a  circumstance  as  affecting  the  interests,  the  discipline,  and 
the  feelings  of  the  army.  Much  had  been  said  of  the  danger  of 
placing  the  Punces  atthe  head  of  any  establishments,  on  account 
of  their  not  being  responsible.  But  look  at  the  military  history 
of  the  coiintiy,  and  it  would  be  found  that  the  army  never  was 
in  such  good  condition  as  when  our  Princes  were  at  the  head  of 
it.  This  was  the  case  in  the  time  of  King  William,  who  was 
himself  a  soldier,  and  who  managed  the  whole  of  it  with  the 
assistance'  of  Mr.  Braithwaite  It  was  also  the  case  when  the 
airriy  was  under  the  command  of  the  Duke  of  Cumberland,  in 
the  war  of  -th*  succession,  when  it  was  crowned  with  eternal 
glory  by  the  victory  of  Minden,  and  the  names  of  Townshend 
and  "others  \yer6  lendered  illustnous  under  the  councils  of  Lord 
Chatham.  'In-ad<lttioi»-  to  these  instances,  there  was  the  aimy 
fori-ried  by  the  Duke  of  York,  than  winch  there  could  not  be  a 
bjter  v"  J^o  nUti  would  den'y  that  it  was  equal  to  any  in  Europe. 
1*Msthe  country  owed  to'the-iijdeiatigable  zeal  and  application 
of  the  Dukeof  'York  It  was  impossible  therefore  not  to  deplore 
tlftt  sucha  man  should beremoved  from  it,  and  that  the  command 
should  be  placed' in  thehandskif'a  person  or  peisons,  he  would 
nofsay,  not-lit  foi  it,  but  certainly  not  so  fit  as  his  lio)al  Highness. 

An" honourable  gentleman  op'ppsite  (Mr.  Whttbread)  had  said 
tbat-hw  Royal  Highness  -was  not  a  fit  person  for  the  chief  com- 
mand 
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wand  of  tb<*  army,  because  among  other  things  he  was  irre- 
sponsible. (A  cry  of  no 1  no !)  So  he  undeistood  the,foonourable 
gontlenun,  ■  This  at  least  he  knew,  that  such  was  the  popular 
opinion.  Nothing  could  be  more  groundless.  The  Duke  of 
York  was,  just  as  responsible  as  any  other  man.  That  he  was 
so,,  the  present  proceeding  afforded  sufficient  proof.  For  his 
part,  he  was  convinced  that  the  King  (God  bless  hin>!)  could 
not  do  better  than  have  a  son-  in  the  chief  comrnand  of  his 
army.  It  would  be  well  before  coming  to  a  decision  on  the 
subject  before  them,  -for  the  House  to  consider,  that  if  they 
agreed  to  the  resolution  proposed  by  the  right  honourable  gen- 
tleman on  the  floor  (Mr.  Banks),  they  would  remove  from  the 
seivice  of  the  state  one  of  Us  most  able  and  distinguished  ser- 
vants, merely  because  his  mistress  had  been  engaged  in  foue 
transactions  of  which  he  had  no  knowledge.  1  he  right  hor 
nourable  gentleman's  amendment  went  to,  state,  that  it  would 
be  prudent  in  his  Royal  llighnesa  to  re&ign;  but  he  would  i^ay 
that  it  was  not  prudent  in  the  House  of  Common?  to  lUten  to  ii 
popular,  outcry,  They  ought  not  to  be.  moyed  by  external  t  ir- 
lumstai'ices,  which  naturally  arose  from  what- had  fallen  out  in 
the  course  of  the  inquiry,  and  the  cry  jof  corruption  bring 
raised  on  points,  not  under  the.  cognizance  of  the  House.  The 
idea  of  thoufands  squandered  on  women  of  an  infamous  de- 
scription; thousands  earned  by  the  sweat  of  people's  brows, 
was  a  very  natural  topic  for  declamation  and  popular  impres- 
sion; but  was  the  House  to  adopt  proceedings  on  such  a  cla» 
mour,  and  to  say  that  his  Royal  Highness  was  guilty  of  cor- 
ruption,, because  an  outcry  of  this  kind  was  raised,  to  deter- 
mine tha,t  he  was  unfit  to  hold  the  .chief  command  of  the 
army  ?  Without  such  a  popular  clamour,  no  man  m  that  House 
would  h,ave  .thought  that  tins  vr.n  a  proper  course.  Let  them 
then  speak  out  manfully,  and  give  their  own  opinions  without  bias ; 
and  as  none  could  say  that  from  this  clamour  they  were  in- 
duced to  belieye  the  Duke  of  Yoik  unfit  for  the  command, 
never  let  .them  recommend  a  measure  for  his  dismissal.  Jle 
concluded  by  thanking  the  House  for  the  attention  with  which 
they  had  listened  to  him  during  the  time  he  had  been  occupied 
in  sJating  his  opinions  oathis  important  question. 

Mi;.  Le-<v.cii  said,  that  he  could  not  concur  with  the  original 
address  pr  the  amendment,  because,  they  neither  convicted  nor 
acquitted  t,he  Commander  in  Chief  of  the  corruption  with  which 
he  was  charged,  pr  of  the  knowledge  of  the  existence  of  conupt 
practices,  and  yet  they  addieised  to  remove  him  from  the  chief 
command  of  the  army.  He  v»ould  beg  leave  to  take  a  short 
v/ujir  of  the  question  as  it  appeared  to  him,  and  to  state  to  the- 
House  the  material  points  which, opera  ted  on  his  mind,  to  the 
co.mwlcte  exclusion  ol  such  a  deduction  as  either,  that. the 
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•Duke  of  York  had  a  eomipt  participation  or  knowledge  of  these 
transactions.— The  Duke  oi  York  could  not  be  convicted,  but 
upon  the  testimony  of  Mis.  Claike;  a  testimony  which  in.  his 
opinion,  could  not  for  a  moment  be  credited,  wb^re  her  in- 
terest'was  involved.  He  would  shew  first,  that  her  evidence 
was  contradicted  by  other  and  unimpeachable  witnesses.  2dly, 
that,  she,  in  many  instances,  contiadicted  herself;  and  3dly, 
that  her  testimony  was  irretoncilcable  with  truth  and  probabi-* 
Jit y.  In  the  first  place  then,  she  was  contradicted  by  Mr.  II. 
Knight,  who  related  a  comersahon  that  passed  between  Mis. 
Claike  and  luui  in  Septembei,  only  a  few  weeks  before  he  was 
called  to  the  bar,  and  which,  fiom  its  nature,  could  not  be 
supposed  to  escape  the  i  ecollection  of  either  the  one  or  the 
other  of  the  parties.  This  wa»  a  direct  and  palpable  contradic- 
tion, as  would  be  seen  by  reverting  to  the  minutes  of  evidence; 
The  honourable  Gentleman  (Mr.  Whitbread),  whose  brilliant 
speech  had  Ust  night  made  such  an  impression  tin  the  House, 
seemed  to  think  that  there  was,  no  contradiction  in  this,  because 
Mrs.* Clarke  Had  denied  that  she  intended  to  expose  the  Duke 
of  York  in  the  way  now  done,  which  .Mr.  R.  Knight  under- 
s£6od,  and  stated  to  the  House  to  be  a  general  assertion,  that 
she  would  expose  the  Duke,  lie  shewed  that  such  was  not  the 
true  bearing  of  the  passages,  and  that  the  contradiction  was 
positive  and  irreconcileable.  They  were  also  directly  at  issue  on 
the  point,  whether  Mrs.  Clarke  desired  the  transaction  to  be 
kept  secret  from  the  Duke  of  York  or  not. 
■  The  Best  contradiction  he  had  to  notice  was,  that  between 
Mi's.  Clarke  and  the  honourable  Gentleman  who  brought  for- 
ward these  charges.  From  a  perusal  of  the  evidence  it  ap- 
peared ttLt  Mis.  Clarke  in  her  examination  on  the  Wednesday, 
stated,  in  the  first  instance,  that  she  had  seen  Mr.  Wardle  on 
the  preceding  day,  but  immediately  recollecting  to.  what  such 
an  acknowledgement  would  expose  her,  on  being  asked  if  she 
wassure  of  that^  she  directly  replied,  that  she  had  not  seen  him 
that  day,  and  that  she  had  been  at  home  all  that  day.  Jn  op- 
positiotk'lo  this,  it'  was  m  the  evidence  of  the  honourable  gen- 
tleman stated,  that  he  saw  her  three  times  during  that  day — 
the  first  time  in  the  morning,  about  11  or  12  o'clock,  when  he 
rode  but  with  Her  in  her  carriage — again,  about  three  o'clock, 
when  he  staid  wit'hher  about  half  an.hour — and  athiid  at  night. 
Thus,  on, Wednesday,  this  witness  possitively  denied  a  fact, 
which  had  taken  plaoe  beyond  the  possibility  of  being  for- 
gotten on  the  preceding  day. 

The  next  contradiction  appeared  in  her  testimony  contrasted 
■With  that  of  Mr.' Ellis.  Not  only  did  she  stite  that  she  never 
kriew  Mis.  Faveiy  by  any  other  name,  but  also  that  she  never 
visited  her  at  Mr.  Eflis'-s;  whereas  it1  was  clear,  fiom  the  Wi- 
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niony  of^that  \ery  respectable  witness,  that  she  not  only  recorn« 
mended  Faven  to  him  as  a  servant,  under  the  name  of  Far- 
cjuhai,  but  that  she  \  isited  her  so  frequently  that  he  supposed 
they  were  nearly  i  elated  to  each  other.  From  all  these  tlrcuin-- 
stanoes,  he  could  not  think  that  Mrs.  Claike  was  a  witness  to  be) 
believed  on  any  point  where  her  own  interest  was  concerned. 
He  had  now  to  state  whoie  her  evidence  was  contradictpry  ii» 
itself,  and  in  this  lie  would  not  trouble  the  House  with  more 
than  one  point. — hi  the  ca^o  ot  Douler  she  had  denied  that  she 
had  seen  that  person  moie  than  twice  since  his  return  from  th« 
Continent,  concealing  from  the  Committee  that  she  had  met 
and  slept  with  him  at  Reid's  hotel,  it  was  s<Al,  that  she  might 
natuially  desire  not  to  mention  this;  but  was  it  necessaiy  for  her 
to  deny  having  seen  htm  at  all ;  a  matter  connected  most  inti- 
mately with  the  evidence,  and  calculated  to  give  his  testimony 
a  value  wlm  h  did  not  properly  belong  to  it. 

The  third  pait  of  her  testimon)  on  which  he  had  to  comment 
was,  its  utter  impiobabihiy.  She  asserted,  that  the  Duke  of 
York  told  her  she  had  moi'e  influence  than  the  Queen,  and  that 
if  she  was  clever  she  never  need  be  m  want  of  money.  Was. 
there  a  man  m  the  country  who  could  suppose  the  Duke  of 
York  so  base  as  to  utter  a  sentiment  of  this  kind.  It  could  not. 
be  the  case,  and  no  man  pietending  to  the  character  of  a  geutlep 
rnan,  could  have  done  it.  if  the  Duke  of  York  had  been  so 
openly  lost  to  every  sense  of  shame,  and  so  grossly  coriupt*; 
instead  of  the  four  solitary  cases  the}  had  now  befoie  them, 
their  table  would  have  gioaned  with  examples  of  corruption. 
The  next  thing  for  the  House  to  do  was,  to  see  if  fh'ey.coul4 
trace  a  motive  in  Mis.  Cluike  foi  her  e\  idente  against  the  Duke 
of  .York";  and  hae  it  was  that  the  convocation  with  Mt- 
Knighf,  and  the  letteis  to  Mi.  Adam,  cleaily  demonstrated 
that  she  had  thica'ened  to  expose  the  Duke  openly  to  disgiace, 
to  accomplish  h"  own  purposes,  unless  he  complied  with  her 
demands, 

'I  here  n  ere  also  some  con  oborations  of  the  incredibility  of 
Mrs.  Clarke's  evidence,  on  ,  the  impoitance  of  what  'bad 
justly  been  called  a  i'ij  steiious  note  1  Tins  note  appealed  to 
ii.m  to  be  the  hand-unting  of  the  Duke  of  Yoik;  and  he  could 
easily  account  for  the  mistake  in  his  Royal  Highness**  mind, 
that  coupling  this'  notice  with  the  charge  attached  to  it  in  San- 
don's  evidence,  his  Royal  IF'gbness  at  once  would  deny  ever 
having  written  it.  Hut  what  did  this  note  piove>  It  fmigjj^ 
have  been  written  with  the  most  innocent  intentions ;  an4?  as  no 
proof  of  corrupt  motives  m  any  othei  case  was  bi  ought  homc^o 
the  Duke  of  York,  it  was  but  fair  to  considei  thi3,as  wnttqn 
with  no  blameable  design. 

He  had  next  to  make  a  few  observations  upon  what  had  been 
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fcaid  by  Miss  Taylor  respecting  Colonel  Freucli  and  his  levy, 
{The  honourable  member  read  the  passage  from  the  minutes, 
where  Miss  Taylor  relates  the  woids  of  the  Duke  of  York  on 
that  subject,  in  a  conversation  with  Mis.  Claike  )-  He  was  not 
disposed  to  believe  this  testimony  a  complete  fabucation  on  the 
part  of  Miss  Taylor;  but  there  seemed  to  han  a  disposition  to 
communicate  only  a  part.  Lei  it  be  considered  what  Miss 
Taylor  had  said  for  herself  on  this  occasion,  when  she  was 
asked  how  she  came  to  recollect  this  particular  conversation 
from  so  distant  a  period  as  four  \  ears  ago  ?  To  this  she  answered, 
she  had  frequently  from  that  tune  recollected  the  ciicumstance ; 
but  upon  being  asked  further,  she  could  not  in  the  least  re- 
collect what  Mis  Clarke  said  in  reply.  But  he  was  certain, 
and  it  was  impossib4e.it  should  be  otherwise,  Miss  Taylor  could 
not  forget ;  she"  liad  been  inclined  to  suppress  a  pait  of  the  con- 
versation, and  thereby  to  give  it  a  diffeient  colour  fiom  that 
'which  would  otherwise  have  appeared. 

An  honourable  gentleman  had  last  night  gone  into  many 
presumptions,  which  he  contended  boie  upon  the  case.  The 
fest  was,  that  the  expendituie  of  the  establishment  at  Gloucester 
Place  greatly  exceeded  the  sum  allowed  by  his  Royal  Highness, 
and  therefore  he  must  ba\e  suspected  that  the  overplus  was 
gained  by  other  means  in  other  quarters.  But  how  stood  the 
•matter  >  The  Duke  of  York  had  been  m  the  habit  of  sending 
.money  drawn  from  his  banker's,  to  Mrs.  Claike,  which,  though 
at  did  not  admit  of  legal  proof,  he  stated  to  amount  to  fi\  e 
thousand  the  hundred  pounds,  and  that  he  also  personally  gave 
:her  sums  to  a  considerable  amount,  which  he  would  take  at 
two  thousand  pounds.  Besides  this  the  wine  and  household  furni- 
ture, were  provided  by  his  Royal  Highness  at  an  expeiice  of  up- 
ward* of  sixteen  thousand  pounds,  besides  the  thousand  pounds 
per  annum  regularly  allowed.  The  establishment  was  supported 
partly  by  money  and  partly  by  credit.  This  was  proved  by 
the  evidence  to  be  the  case  m  the  present  instance,  for  the  sale 
■of  furniture  (he  believed,  exclusive  of  the  house)  amounted  to 
four  thousand  four  hundred  pounds,  which  was  allotted  to  the 
'payment  of  debts;  incurred  dming  the  time  the  establishment 
was  gome  on,  "and  with  the  five  thousand  five  hundred  pounds 
•  from  the  banker's  and  the  two  thousand  pounds  in  money, 
amottfited  to  the  sum  of  twelve  thousand  four  hundred  pounds, 
being  six  thousand  pounds  a  )  ear  from  the  Duke  of  York,  for 
the  support  of  the  expenditure  at  Gloucester-place. 

The  honourable  gentleman  had  stated  another,  which  he 
called  a  remarkable  presumption,  which  was,  the  coincidence 
between  the  time  the  expensive  establishment  was  formed,  and 
the  commencement  of  the  corrupt  practices.   This  interference 
i  v,as  fair  enough,,  had  it  beeatrae,  but  the  easier  solution  was 
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to  be  found  in  this,  that  Mis  Claike  could  not  have  commenced 
these  piactii.es  befoie  hci  being  established  undei  the  piotection  or 
the  Commander  in  Chief,  which  gave  her  the  appearance  of  in- 
fluence and  power.  She  could  not  hold  out  her  wiles"  till  her 
living  with  his  Royal  Highness,  gave  a  colour  to  he»  pretertiion:,. 
Another  presumption  ■wa*,  that  as  she  asked  favours  foi  stiangers, 
and  not  for  her  fi  lends,  his  Hoy al  Highness  must  have  suspected 
that  she  was  lewaided  foi  her  exeitions.  'l'his  point  had  been 
alieady  so  ably  refuted,  that  he  would  not  trouble  the  House  upon 
the  subject. 

But,  after  all  these  pi  csumptioiis  were  got  1  id  of,  they  weretold, 
that  the  actions  weiesuih  as  to  leave  an  impiession  against  the 
Duke  of  Yoik — In  Fiench's  lew  the  corruption  was  evident;  but 
did  it  follow  that  his  Royal  Highness  the  Duke  of  Yoik  knew  ef  that 
con  upturn  >  Would  not  his  affection  for  this  woman  account  for 
any  partiality  towaids  those  she  i  eccjromeiided,  without  asci;ibiu<* 
it  to  corrupt  motives '  But  he  denied  the  fact  itself ;  and  fiorrt 
leading  the  evidence  upon  it,  concluded  that  the  Duke  of  York 
was  peifectly  unconscious  of  the  existence  of  these  piactices  As 
for  what  had  been  said  6i  eveiy  man  m  this  levy  costing  one  hun- 
died  and- fifty  pounds,  it  was  founded  m  a  calculation  on  false 
grounds ,  the  whole  01  great  part  of  the  lev}  being  incurred  at  first, 
and  might  as  fairly  be  argued  when  the  fiist  man  was  enlisted  thai 
he  cost  seven  or  eight  thousand  pounds  The  issue  of  this  levy 
pioved  only  that  it  had  not  answeied  the  expectation  of  the  Com- 
mandei  m  Chief,  and  was  ultimately  disadvantageous  to  the  coun- 
tj  \.  But  this  was  not  the  bvsine-.s  befuie  the  House,  which  was  to 
inquiie  if  the  Goniinaudei  in  Chief  had  been  guided  by  undue  in- 
j'ueucej  wluch  cbd  int  appear  in  the  case  of  Flench*  who  seemed 
cu-iously  favoured  by  bem<;  employed  m  a  transaction  by  which 
lit  lost  thiee  fclior^aud  eight  bundled  pounds. 

As  foi  the  exchange  between  Colonels  Biooke  and  Knight,  a» 
the  Duke  of  Yoik  was  not  connected  with  it,  he  would  pass  it  over, 
i'he  case  of  Caite)  teemed  also  to  be  disposed  of  by,  the  Hou^e. 
There  was  no  pioof  of  the  fact,  and  lie  did  not  beheyq  that  bit 
■Royal  Highness  knew  that  the  Samuel,  Cartel  promotedby  birfy, 
and  lecoiumended  by  Lieutenant ,  Sutton,  was  the,  sapie  peisoi* 
whom  he  hid  keen  behind  Mrs  Claikc's  chair,  or  her  caniage. 
Mis.  Ciaike  appealed  to  have  a;  wish  to  serve,  thi^  pe/spn,  and  it 
was  theiefure  likely  would  conceal  any  thing  calculated  t,o  defeat 
his  piomotion,  and  particu-la.ly  such  eircumstaiileeas  these.  Tduis, 
nothing  was  corroboiated  that  Mis.  Claike  ,had  urged  against  the 
I  Juke  of  York,  .and  he  was  leady  to  come  to  a  vote  w.heiieve*  it 
jntght  be  put,  duectly  negativing  the,  change  of  any  knowledge- of 
conupt  piactices. 

But  there  was  -another  point  on  which  he  had  some  hesitation  in 
expressing  his  opinion.    He  could  not  see  any  giouiids  for  Pailfa- 
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tiaefltary  interference  at  all  in  this  matter,  or  what  iiglit  they  bad 
to  vote  addresses  or  lesolutions  on  the  subject.  No  nun  would 
say  that  they  had  such  a  right,  upon  an  abstiact  principle  of  one 
more  crime  being  committed.  Tins  was,  then,  a  question  of  ex- 
tent and'quality ;  and  the  extent  was  so  small,  that  he  could  not 
think  there  was  a  fan  ground  for  then  inteifeience  He  lamented, 
as  every  one  must  do,  that  such  a  connection  had  e\er  existed, 
and  such  an  exposure  taken  place.  But  this  was  not  a  Court  of 
Moral  Censure,  but  of  Judicial  Inquiij  into  the  official  conduct  of 
the  Commander  in  Chief  He  knew  of  no  mode  of  bettei  per- 
forming their  duty  as  Members  of  that  House,  than  to  examiue 
the  evidence  caiefully,  and  to  pronounce  a  verdict  according  to 
their  own  judgments  founded  upon  that  evidence.  If  they  weie 
influenced  by  any  opinion  out  of  doois,  they  were  dej.aitmg  fiom 
their  duty,  and  it  was  a  libel  to  say  that  an\  geneial  sense  had  been 
impressed  upon  the  public  mind  in  this  gieat  question.  The  public 
well  knew  that  they  had  the-case  incoiiectly  beioie  them.  They  well 
knew  that  much  depended  on  the  cbaiacterof  the  witnesses — they 
•well  knew  that  much  serious  consideiation  was  .due  befoie  coming 
to  a  decision  on  this  painful  question,  and  he  was  peisuaded  that 
all  that  was  just  and  lational  was  to  be  expected  from  the  public 
mind,  and  that  they  would  sanction  what  he  bad  said. 

Lord  Folkstone  observed,  that  since  he  had  heard  the  argu- 
ments of  the  Honourable  and  Learned  Gentleman  who  had  just  sat 
down,  he  was  glad  that  he  himself  had  not  spoken  sooner;  for 
while  he  agreed  with  him  perfectly  that  the  Hfjuse  was  to  decide 
upon  the  evidence,  the  examination  of  , that  evidence  bad  led  him 
to  a  far  different  conclusion.  Before,  however,  he  adverted  to 
what  had  fallen  from  that  Honourable  Gentleman,  he  must  offer  a 
few  remarks  on  seveial  matters  which  had  come  from  some  of  the 
Honourable  tfnd  Right  Honourable  Gentlemen  who  had  delivered 
their  sen'iments  on  this  subject.  There  could  be  no  doubt  of  the 
regularity  of  their  proceedings ,  and  m  this  respect  he  fully  agreed 
with  a  Right  Honourable  Gentleman  on  the  floor  (Mi.  Bankes). 
The  Honourable  Gentleman  who  proposed  that  pi  oceeding,  had  ex- 
plained its  natuie  in  afew  woids,  and  fully  demonstrated  to  the  sa- 
tisfaction of  the  House,  that  the  com  se  he  recommended  was  neither 
involved  in  intricacy,  nor  embarrassed  with  difficulty.  It  was  per- 
fectly clear,  that  no  question  could  exist  as  to  its  regularity,  and 
he  was  confident  that  no  doubt  could  be  entei tamed  as  to  its  pio- 
priety.  The  leason  which  the  Honou table  Gentleman  assigned 
for  the  present  mode  of  pi  oceeding  which  he  had  recommended, 
was,  that  he  did  not  think  the  case  such  an  one  as  ought  to  be  met 
by  Resolutions,  and  therefoie  he  had  pioposed  an  Addiess  accoi cl- 
ing to  the  original  motion,  and  difteimg  only  in  form.  He  had 
also  stated,  that  it  was  desirable  to  reduce  the  w  hole  into  one  con- 
nected question,  which  it  wou'd  not  be  difficult  to  decide  upon  ; 

■ma 


(     53!  } 


and  in"  order  So  pi  event  the  case  from  being  split  and  di  vided,  a* 
in  the  manner  pioposed  by  the  Honourable  Gentlemen  opposite. 

With  respect  to  what  had  fallen  from  the  Right  Honourable 
Gentleman  upon  the  floor  (a  topic  which  had  been  touched  upoa 
by  the  learned  Gentleman  towaids  the  close  of  his  speech)  as  to 
the  influence  which  public  opinion  ought  to  have  upon  the  pro* 
cecding  of  that  Bouse,  he  could  not  conceive  to  what  it  applied. 
He  was  sure  that  there  had  been  nothing  in  the  speech  or  address  of; 
Ris  Honourable  Friend  *,  nor  in  the  address  of  the  other  Honour- 
able Member  t>  that  could  afford  a  ground  for  supposing-that  they 
had  been  framed  with  a  view  to  meet  the  bias  of  public  opinion,  or 
that  the  House  was  calied  upon  to  agree  to  either  for  tbafpurposei 
Of  this  he  was  certain,  attempt  of  that  kind  was  intended ;  and 
if  it  weie,  he  would  be  the  last  man  to  attempt  to  justify  such  an., 
attempt.  He  remembered  a  few  years  ago,  be  had  ventured,  with 
Some  friends,  to  avow  sentiments  and  opinions  in  that  House,  in  the 
teeth  of  a  very  strong  impression  of  public  opinion,  for  which  at 
the  time  they  had  been  held  up  to  the  odium  and  execration  of  the 
public.  He  could  appeal  to  what  passed  on  that  occasion,  whether 
tie  was  a  person  likely  to  fall  in  with  public  opinion,  unless  it  was 
consistent  with  his  own  best  judgment  to  do  so.  - 

In  commenting  upon  the  motion  which  had  been  submitted  that; 
night,  the- Right  Honourable  Gentleman  had  observed  that-they 
Were  bound  to  impute  the  most  proper  motives  to  their  Members 
for  any  course  they  may  think  proper  to  recommend.    That  obser- 
vation seeuied  to  imply  that  improper  motives  were  to  be  ascribed 
to  his.  Honourable  Friend,  who  badinsfltute'd  the  business  under, 
consideration     But  he  could  confidently  appeal  to  the  whole  of  b  is 
Honouiable  Friend's  conduct,  from  the  beginning  of  the  investiga- 
tion, to  shew  that  no  such  motives,  nor  anv  undue  feeling,  could 
be  attributed  to  him.    He  was  sorry,  theiefore,  that  any  Honour- 
able Member  should  have  gone  so  much  out  of  his  way  to  impute 
improper  motives  to  that  Honourable  Gentleman,  when  it  was  so 
obvious  that  he  must  have  been  actuated  by  motives  of  a  fair,  open, 
manly,  and  honourable  nature  only.    In  the  course  pursued,  bei 
had  been  guided  by  principles  of  the  purest  patriotism,  by  an  up-, 
right  desire  to  attempt  to  overthrow  those  abuses  which  were  proved- 
to  have  existence.    There  was  another  observation  in  the  speech" 
of  the  Right  Honouj  able  Gentleman,  which,  though  not  equally' 
offensive  with  that  he  had  alluded  to,  was  still  no  less  strange  and, 
unaccountable.    That  Right  Honourable  Gentleman  had  said,  that 
he-was  of  opinion  that  the  result  of  the  present  business  would  be."' 
injurious  rather  than  beneficial.    Good  Heavens !  was  it  not  ex-"' 
traordinary,  when  abuses  were  proved  to  ex  ist — when /Gentlemen 
themselves  admitted  that  his  Royal  Highness  had  formed  a  conhec- 
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tion  ■which  made  bim  liable,  under  the  fascinations  of  Ins  niistrcsi, 
to  do  improper  things  (No  .'  no  r  no  ! J  which_  wdv.  in  itself  im- 
propei.'and  m  the  cour&e  of  which  abuses  bid  taken  place,  that 
such  a  pei  son,  who  -was  himself  an  advocate  of  leform,  should  have 
ividde  use  of  such  expressions  »  It  was  his  own  opinion,  that  if  any 
thing  could  be  beneficial  to  the  country,  it  was  the  detection  of 
abuses;  and  ifthe  House  would  puisue  its  views,  and  piosecute 
the  gisat  business  of  detecting  abuses,  exposing  delinquencies,  and 
punishing  offenders  where  offenders  should  be  found  to  exist,-  it 
was  bis  firm  conviction  that  this  proceeding,  which  originated  with 
lus  Honourable  Fiiend  (Mr.  Wardle),  for  with  him  it  had  ori- 
ginated, would  be  more  beneficial  to  this  country,  ,and  do  more  to 
defend  it  against  all  foreign  foes,  than  any  thing  that  could  happen 
jit  the  ordinal  y  progress  of  its  affairs. 

"  But,  before  he  should  come  more  particularly  to  notice  the 
Jjtainrd  Gentleman's  statement,  he  had  an  observation  or  two  to 
liiake  upon  a  topic  which  had  been  adverted  to  by  the  Right  Ho- 
nourable Gentleman  upon  the  floor.  That  Right  Honourable  Gen- 
tleman h.id,  before  the  close  of  the  proceeding,  the  Keport  of  w.lnch 
th<"v  wee  then  considering,  called  upon  several  General  Officeis, 
Membeis  of  that  Rouse,  and  examined  them  touching  the  discipline 
and  sta'eof  the  army.  That  state  of  the  army  as  pioved  in  the  evi- 
dence so  obtained,  the  Right  Honourable  Gentleman  had  urged  as'a 
defenceef  the  Duke  of  Yoik  Admitting  thestate  ofthearmy  to  be 
such  as  was  represented,  and  of  his  own  knowledge,  he  did  hot  know 
whether  it  wa.s  01  was  not  so ,  admitting  all  this,  whether  the.army 
vb/>  6r  was  not  hiyli.lv  H^cif-'tncu,  it  .had  uoJfcsiig  to  the. 
question  If  the  punishment  of  the  Duke"  of  Yoik  was  the  matter* 
iri  issue,  the  state  of  the  ai  my  might  be  urged  in  extenuation. 

The  Right  Honoui able  Gentleman,*  had  made  vaiious  techni- 
cal Wbjecfions  to  the  Address  proposed  by  his  Honourable  Friend, 
whom  he  represented  as  having  preferred  a  chaigeof  conuption, 
and  then  shrunk  from  taking  the  opinion  of  the  ilotise  upon  it.— r 
In  order  to  as.certa.in  whether  his  Honoui  able  Friend  had  flinched 
or  riot,  "Gentlemen  had  only  to  look  at  the  Joui  nals  A  speech  was 
to' be  answeied  by  a  speech— a  matter  of  recoid  by  a  rnatter  of  re- 
cdrd.  Now,  whatever  his  Hoiaou'rabje  Fi  ieud  bad  said  in  his  open- 
ing, the, whole  that  appeared  on  recoid  was  "  That  a  Committee 
be?'appdihted  to  investigate  th^  conduct  of  his  Rojal  Highness  the 
Jptilfe  of  Ydrk,  the  ComtjiandeV  in  Chief,  with  regard  to  prom  Or 
tldtis,  exch'ingp's,!  and  appointments  to  commissions  m  the  array, 
an3  staff  of  lW  army,  and  in  raising  levies  for  the  army."  There 
ndlhirig  appejieu*  a^iout  corruption — and  if  -they  carried  a  Resolu*. 
tioft  c'bijtah^pg  a,dicect  negative  of  the.charge  of  corruption — the 
woW  coftupiiw  wpuld  first  appear  in  their  Resolution's  'and.  some* 
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yfears  hence,  on  inspecting  the  Journals,  the  very  circumstance  of 
finding  a  negation  of  corruption,  where  no  corruption  had  been 
charged,  would  afford  a  presumption  that  it  had  appeared  to  many 
that  there  had  been  good  grounds  for  such  a  charge. 

Among  the  various  imputations  against  his  Honourable  Friend, 
it  had  been  said  that  he  had  consulted  cooler  heads  than  his  own, 
and  more  designing  men.  He  was  sorry  that  insinuations  of  that 
kind  should  have  escaped  Gentlemen,  if  they  thought  that  his  Ho- 
nourable Friend  had  applied  to  cooler  heads  and  more  designing 
men  than  himself,  in  drawing  up  the  Address ;  and  if  they  thought 
that  circumstance  of  any  use  in  the  argument,  why  did  they  not 
plainly  state  who  these  cooler  heads  and  more  designing  men 
were?  He  certainly  was  notawarer  who  they  meant ;  but  whether 
the  Address  was  really  the  production  of  his  Honourable  Friend 
or  not,  when  he  produced' it  in  Parliament,  it  became  his— his 
was  the  blame,  and  his  the  meiit ;  and  he  thought  it  almost  dis- 
orderly for  Gentlemen  to  be  coming  forward  with  their  insinua- 
tion's about  cool  heads  and  designing  men.  The  Address  certainly 
did  his  Honourable  Friend  credit,  and  he  would  cordially  vote  for 
it.  If  it  did  not  go  to  the  full  extent  of  the  statement  in  the  open- 
ing speech  of  his  Honourable  Friend — if  it  did  not  come  up  to 
what  be  thought' the  evidence  justified,  could  the  Right  Honouia-. 
ble  Gentleman  conceive  no  reason  of  delicacy  for  this?  He,  howr 
ever,  saw  a  great  deal  in  that  circumstance.  Although  a  fuller 
and  stronger  statement  might  have  been  well  borne  out  by  the 
evidence,  yet  if  the  [louse  expressed  enough  to  answer  the  pur- 
pose, he  thought  it  was  wise  to  withhold  what  might  wound  pa?, 
rental  feelings  of  the  most  honourable  kind.  A  considerable  de- 
gree of  delicacy  was  due  to  a  person  who  was  removed,  so  few  steps 
from  the  succession  to  the  Throne.  These  were  the  motives, 
which  actuated  his  Honaurable  Friend,  and  not  what  the  Right, 
Honourable  Gentleman  called  flinching.  And  these  were  the  mo- 
tives which  influenced  him  to  support  his  motion. 

With  respect  to  the  charges,  not  on  the  record,  but  contained 
in  the  speeches,  which  had  been  made  during  the  business,  tha£ 
the  Commander  in  Chief  had  been  guilty  of  corruptly  assisting  hit 
mistress,  by  allowing  her  to  make  profit  by  using  her  influence  for 
obtaining  military  promotions,  and  secondly,  tor  participating  in 
such  profits,  the  e  charges  in  his  opinion,  were  fully  made  out. 
But  the  chief  evidence  in  support  of  these  charges,  "was  derived 
through  Mrs.  Clarke.  By  the  labours  of  the  Right  Honourable 
Gentlemen  opposite,  Mrs.  Clarke,  whilst  they  were  attempting  to 
throw  discredit  upon  her  testimony  with  the  Hou$e,  bad  been 
-^nade  to  prove  every  part  of  these  charges  most  fully.  It  had  beet 
said,  on  a  former  night,  that  persons,  blinded  by  the  fascination) 
of  Mrs.  Clarke,  could  not  be  impartial  on  a  question  respecting 
her  testimony,  He  knew  not  whether  the  imputation  was  attendee 
Z  z  $  fo 
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for  him,  but  he  could  confidently  state  that  lie  wa?  inflnenced 
by  no  bias  in  the  view  which  he  proposed  tc^take  from  her  evi- 
dence, and  that  of  the  other  witnesses,  by  whose  testimony  it  had 
been  corroborated.  A  Learned  Member  (Mr.  Burton),  who  was 
himself  a  Judge,  had  on  a  former  night,  in  commenting  upon 
Mrs.  Clarke's  testimony,  attacked  it  as  the  testimony  of  an  accom- 
plice, and  stated  that  it  ought  not  to  be  received,  unless  corrobo- 
rateid  by  the  evidence  of  other  unimpeachable  witnesses. 

Mr.  Burton  here  interposed,  as  he  said,  for  the  purpose  of 
saving  the  time  of  the  Noble  Lord  and  of  the  House,  by  re-stajing 
what  he  had  said  on  the  occasion  alluded  to.  He  did  not  think  he 
had  said,  but  be  was  certaiir  he  did  not  fnearivto  say,  that  an  ac- 
complice was  no(  to  be  received  as  a  witness,  but  not  to  be  believed 
unless  corroborated  by  other  unimpeached  testimony'.   An  accom- 

lice  was  a  witness,  "competent,  but  not  credible,  except  corro- 

orated.  ( 

Lord  Folkstqne  resumed.  He  was  persuaded  that  there  was. 
but  littie  difference  in  the  distinction  of  the  Learned  Gentleman, 
that  an  accomplice  was. to  be  received,  but  not  believed  as, a  wit-, 
ness.  M'e  would  read  to  the  House,  not  what  he  could  take  upon 
himself  to  say,  but  what  he  understood  from  those  better  qualified 
to  judge,  was  understood  to  be  admitted  and  acknowledged  law 
upon  this  subject,  and  lie  should  then  leave  it  to  the  opinion  of  the 
House  whether  there  was  any 'tiling  hi  the  distinction  of  the 
Learned  Gentleman.  The  authority  from  which  he  was  to  quote 
was  the  fourth  book  of  Mr.  Leach's  Report  of  Crown  Law.  The 
case  to  which  he  would  refer  was  that  of  James  Martin  and  Thomas 
Robbins,  who  had  been  tried  for  highway  robbery  upon  the  simple 
evidence  of  an  accomplice.  The  robbery  had  been  committed  , 
ou  a  night  so  dai  k  as  to  preclude  the  possibility  of  the  party  robbed 
feeing  able  to  identify  the  robbers.  One  of  the  three  was  admitted, 
an  evidence,  and  the  other  two  were  convicted  upon  his  testimony. 
The  case  however,  was  reserved  by  Mr.-Justjce  Buller,  and  the 
decision  of  the. twelve  Judges  was  unanimously  given,  "  that  an 
*■  accomplice  alone  was  a  competent  Witness,  and  if  the  Jury  weigh- 
"  ing'  the  probabilities  of  the  case  shouM  think  him  worthy  of 
*  Credit,  and  convict  the  accused  party,  that  such  conviction  was 
•*  legal  i  that  the  distinction  between  competence  apd  credit  had 
*■  been  long  settled  {Hear,  hear,  hear):  that  if  any :  question  re- 
specting the  competence  of  a  witness  arose,  the  Judge  was  to 
"  determine  it;  but  that  on  a  question  lespecting  credit,  it  was, to 
"  be  left  to  the  Jury  to  decide,,  whether  the.  witness  was  worthy, 
"'  of  credit."  {  'Hear,  heir,  hear.1)  By  the  cheering  of  the  Honour- 
able Gentlemen,  they  seemed  to  think  they  had  gaiped  sori?e  3.di 
varftage,.  but  'he  was  ready  . to  add,  what,  would  shew,,  thaf  he  had 
no  *wwV  to  take  ^advantage  of  them,  because  it  ipade  against. t^is 
M  argument    It -was  held,  that  this  case  was  not  accurately*  rer 
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ported.  It?  should  have  been  reported,  "  that  the  Judge,  in  stim* 
"  ming  up,  ought  to  warn  the  Jury  against  believing  such  witness, 
"  but  if  they  should  give  him  credit,  and  convict,  that  such  con- 
"  vietion  -was  legal."  The  reason  why  he  quoted  this  case  was  not 
to  shew  that  the  testimony  of  an  accomplice,  was  not  to  be  weighed, 
but  that  it  was  not  correct  to  say,"  that  the  testimony  of  ah  accom- 
plice was  not  to  be  considered,  unless  corroborated  by  other  testi- 
mony. Oh  this  point,  of  the  credibility  of  the  testimony  of  ac- 
complices) he  should  be  glad  to  hear  the  Solicitor  General,  who 
had  been  counsel  on  an  electioB  committee  wheie  a  ca^e  of  a  some- 
what similar  nature  had  occurred.  He  would  appeal  to  him  whe- 
ther the  figuie  made  by  Maltby,  by  Donovan,  .by  Sandon,  or  any 
of  the  least  credible  witnesses  in  the  present  inquiry  made  any  thing' 
like  so  bad  a  figuie  as  that  of  one  Drake  who  had  been  a  witness  an 
that  occasion;  yet  he  recollected  that  the  Learned  Gentleman 
supported  the  testimony  of  that  witness  by  an  able  speeeh.  But 
he  would  not  lav^too  much  stress  on  the  arguments  of  counsel, 
lest  be  should  afijin  meet  with  a  reproof  from  the  Attorney. Gene-* 
ral,  for  assigning  them  a  degree  of  weight  which  they  did  not  de- 
serve. He  would,  however,  call  the  recollection  of  the  Learned 
Gentleman,to  the  conversation  which  he  then  had  with  him,  when 
he  contended  that  if  we  were  to  exclude  the  evidence  of  accom- 
plices, we  could  in  many  cases  have  no  evidence  at  all. 

The- House  should  recollect,  that  if  in  this  case  they  determine 
to  reject  the  evidence  of  Mis.  Clarke,  merely  because  she  appeared, 
to  be  an  accomplice,  without  geing  into  the  probability  of  the! 
truth  of  her  evidence,  and  comparing  it  with  the- circumstances  to 
which  it  refei  red,  the  House  would  cut  itself  off  from  aid  evidence 
upon  some  of  the  most  interesting,  because  :most  important  mat-1 
ters  that  ever  could  comebefore  it ;  for  in  that  case  the  House  Hvill 
have  refused  to  say  that  the  Duke  of  York  was  guilty  of  the  Charges 
which  had  been  exhibited  against  him,  not -because  the  House  did 
really  not  believe  the  truth  of  what  Mis.  Clarke  related,  but  because 
.it.was  a  rule  that  an  accomplice  ought  not  to  be  believed.  Jf  the 
House  should  be  guided  by  a  principle  of  this  kind,  they  would 
deprive  themselves  in  innumerable  cases  of  all  the*  means  of  de- 
ciding upon  matters  which  might  be  brought  before  them. 

With  respect  to  the  testimony  of  Mr.  Clai  ke,  it  had  been  urged 
against  it  that  her  motives  cast  a  cloud  upon  her  evidence,  and 
that  therefore  she  was  not  to  be  believed.  This  poifet  had  been 
so  well  andso  ably  argued  last  night  by  an  Honourable  Gentleman  *', 
that  it  would  be  necessary  for  him  but  briefly  to  refer  to"4ti  'From 
'  the  evidence  it  appeared,  that  Mrs.  Clarke  had  passed  four'or"  five, 
days  at  Hampstead,  destroying  and'  burning  her  papers:  ;If  these 
papers  bad  not  been  burned,  they  would  in  all  probability  he  noty 
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printed,  and  on  the  table  of  that  House.  Here  he  must  observe; 
upon  an  argument  which  had  been  used,  that,  if  it  was  true  as  had 
been  charged,  that  Mrs  Clarke  had  supported  her  establishment 
by  employing  her  influence  with  the  Duke  of  York  i  a  procuring 
military  promotions,  as  ten  thousand  such  appointments  had  taken 
place  whilst  she  was  under  the  protection  of  the  Duke  of  York,  the 
table  might  be  covered  with  cases.  But  if  the  pape;s,  which  Mrs, 
Clarke  had  destroyed,  had  been  preserved,  there  might  have  been 
many  more  cases  brought  forward.  Mrs.  Claike  couid  not  remem- 
ber all  that  had  passed  four  yeaVs  ago,  and  so  far  from  thinking  it 
surprizing  that  so  few  cases  had  been  brought  foiward,  he  thought 
it  wonderful  that  so  many  had  been  produced,  and  so  well  made 
out. 

He  should  next  remark  upon  the  offensive  way  in  which  the 
manner  of  bringing  this  butiness  forward  had  been  obseived  upon, 
and  his  Honourable  Friend  represented  as  the  agent  of  Mis  Ciai  ke. 
Those  who  held  such  language  could  not  of  their  own  knowledge 
know  any  thing  of  the  matter,  and,  in  his  opinion,  they  had  no 
right  to  represent  the  case  as  they  had  done:  But  the  fact  was, 
that  the  case  was  directly  tiie  reveise.  His  Honourable  Friend  had 
been  in  town  piesenting  these  cases,  and  providing  the  inateiials 
of  bringing  them  to  some  effectual  issue  long  befoie'  he  haci  known 
Mrs.  Claike.  He  had  acted  upon  the  occasion,  in  an  open,  fair, 
manly,  and  patriotic  manner,  which  justly  entitled  him  to  the 
Thanks  of  that  House,  and  to  the  gratitude  of  the  country.  In  the 
progress  of  his  inquiries",  his  Learned  Friend  found  that  he  could 
not  substantiate,  by.  proof,  the  cases  he  was  investigating,  until 
be  could  find  Mrs.  Clarke.  The  difficulties  he  had  to  encounter 
in  his  progress,  were  such  as  would  have  deterred  any  person  of  a 
less  decisive  character,  or  of  a  mind  not  so  couiageous.  Some  time 
elapsed 'before  Mrs.  Clarke  could  be  found  ;  whatever  Gentlemen 
may  think,  there  was  some  difficulty  in  finding  that  lady.  (A 
laugh  ;  and  Hear,  hear.)  He  stated  what  \v<^  the  fact.  What  he 
knew  to  be  the  fact  Mrs.  Clarke  was  his  Honourable  Friend's  wit- 
ness. It  was  he  that  had  brought  her  to  their  bar.  It  was  to  sup- 
port his  charges;  and  at  his  instigation  that  she  was  called  to  j;,ive 
the  evidence  which  she'  had  done  at  the  bar  of  that  House.  lie 
knew  the  fact  to  be  so,  and  had  no  motive  for  misrepresenting  it, 
and  it  was  tlierefoie  with  surprise  he  had  heard  it  stated  or  insinu- 
ated against  his  Honourable  Friend,  that  he  was  the  agent  or  instiu- 
ment  of  Mrs.  Clarke  in  this  business. 

He  should  here  state  by  the  »ay,  that  it  had  been  objected 
against  Mrs.  Favorey's  evidence,  that  it  was  mai-ked  by  forgetful- 
ness.  Was  that  the  failing  of  Mrs.  Clarke's  testimony  ?  He  could 
appeal  tq  the  recollection  of  the  House,  whether  want  of  memory 
had  been  the  defect  in  her  evidence,  or  whether  she  had  not  in 
every  case  outrun  the  progress  of  examination,  and  detailed  cir- 
cumstances 
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eu instances  often  by  no  means  connected  with  the  immediate  subf- 
ject  of  inquiry  >  A  great  part  of  the  matter  in  proof  had  qorne  out 
as,  it  were  by  accident,  in  her  various  examinations  ;  and,,  how- 
ever, extraordinary  some  of  her  declarations  appeared  at  the  time* 
they  had  all  turned  out  to  be  founded  in  fact.  Many  of  the  case* 
had  been  mentioned  by  her  when  she  had  every  reason  to  suppose 
that  the  documents,  which  could  substantiate  them,  had  been  de- 
stroyed at  Hampstead  {Hear,  hesr}.  When  she  first  mentioned 
General  Ciavering,  was  she  notdisbeheved  ?  When  she  mentioned 
Dr  Q'Meara,  was  she  not  discredited  ?  Was  notthecase  the  same 
in  almost  every  other  instance,  and  yet  when  the  papers  were  pio- 
duced,  had  she  not  been  found  conect  and  well  founded  in  all  her" 
statements'  It  was  therefore  not  a  defectof  rnetnoiy  that  was  the 
fault  in  hei  evidence  She  did  forget  however,  and  did  not  hesi- 
tate to  state  it.  She  for got  Tony n's  ca-e,  and  even  after  sjhe  bad 
seen  the  examination  of  Sandon,  declared  that  she  did  notiemem- 
ber  more  than  she  did  bcfoic.  If  she  had  been  engaged  in  a  con- 
spiracy, could  she  not  have  stated  that  she  recollected- it ;  could 
she  not  have  said,  after  having  passed  a  night  on  her  bed,  that  she 
then  did  call  to  mind  the  transaction  ?  She  had  said  tbe  same  jjf 
the  note,  and  yet  when  ltwasshewn  to  her,  she  instantly  admitted 
it  was  the  Duke's  writing,  and  that  Sandon  must  have  stolen  it 
fromher^  $aft  they  not  seen  the  witness  Sandon  at  their  bar ;  did 
they  not  hear  bis  evidenee,  and  weie  they  not  aware  of  his  motives 
for  concealing  this  note  >  He  believed  him  capable  of  stealing  the 
Upte,  and  he  was  sure  the.  House  could  not  be  of  any  other  opinion* 
,He  had.heiean  ohserVasion  to  inakeupon  that  note,  which  had 
been  erroneously  called  a  mysteripus  note,  but  which  he  most  so- 
lemnly believed  to  be  the  hand-writingof  the  Duke  of  York.  Of 
this  he  was  convinced  fiom  the  following  consideration.  The  water- 
mark upon  the  paper  was  dated  1 803 :  the  writing  was  in  an  obscure 
manner;  it  was  addiessed  to' a  feigned  name,  the  tei  mi  nation  of  the 
note  itself  "God  bless  \ou  ;"  and  a  blur  which  appealed  towards 
tlie  bottom  upon  it  This  last  encumstance  amounted  to  a  strong 
internal  evidence  of  the  authenticity  of  the  note.  An  Honourable 
Membet,  whom  he  did  not  »ee  in  his  place,  h&imade  the  ingenious 
rematkupon  this  note,  that  if  any  peisoii  had  intended  to  forge  it, 
where  the  wilting  was  so  small  in  quantity,  he  would  rather  write 
it  over  again  than  letain  it  with  that  blur.  Then  there  was  the 
testimony  of  Colonel  Gordon,  Generals  Brownugg  and  Hope,  and 
of  the  Learned  Gentleman  (Mr.  Adam)  all  of  whom  admitted 
tha^  the 'hand- writing  was  like  that  of  bis  Royal  Highness*  and 
none  of  them  would  say  that  it  was  not  his  hand-writing.  He  la- 
mented c.allit)g  persons  to  prove  the  hand-writing  by  comparison, 
and  hoped  )t  was  a  pi  ecedent  that  would  not  befollowed.  Thepi'ift- 
ciple,QfiS,uob  a  judgment  was  defective,  for  a  person  wrote  vaniofts 
from  vaeiQU*;,a.pude»tS>  as  they  might  occur  at  a  moment;  spme- 
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Ibing  might  depend- upon  the  fiaper,  something  upon  the  pwson, 
much  upon  .the  fctatee*  nerve,  or  upon  the  humour  at  thetimehe 
■wrote,  A  dtfFerenee  would  take  place  in  the  hatid-writiugaccoiding 
as  the  subject  might  be  agieeable  or  disagreeable ;  and  a  tborsand 
reasons  nughtoccur  to  make  a  difference  in  one  hand-wi  sting,  and 
therefore  he  must*  protest  against  the  precedent  of  exaunuin;,  the 
note  in  question,  bycompanson  of  hand-writing;  but  as  it  v.  a-  done,. 
thE  result  was,  that  this  note,  after  all,  was  the  hand-writing  of,  the 
Duke  of  York,  as  appealed  by  the  evidence  of  three  vnti  esses  out  of 
the  four  who  spoke  to  the  hand  writing;  and  the  one  who  dis- 
sented to  the  opinion  of  the  othcis,  had  disabled  his  own  judgment, 
by  proving  that  for  many  years,  he-  had  been  v.hollj  employed  m 
examining nothing  but  sjgnatuies/and  the  note  in  question  had  no 
signature. 

10  older  to  invalidate  the  testimony  of  Mi«.  Claike,  the.Ruht 
Honourable  Gentleman  and  theLearfed  Gentleman  who  had  just 
spoken,  bad  adveited  to  some  contiadictions  in  liei  evidence  the 
Learned  Member  (Mr.  Burton)  had  stated  on  a  former  night  that 
these  contradictions  wire  not  fewer  than  twenty-eight  in  numuey 
but  herhad  particulai  ized  a  very  small  portion  of  them.    He  was,, 
therefore,  left  to  consider  those  imputed  contradictions  which  find 
been  observed  upon  By  others.   The  first  contradiction  was  that  hs 
which  her  testimony  is  supposed  to  be  invalidated  by  that  of  Mr. 
Knight",  about  the  injunctions  to  secrecy  fi om  the  Duke  of.Y oik. 
But  the  transaction  occuired  four  years  ago,  and  it  was  natural  to 
think  that  she  would  be  anxious  not  to  make  any  incautious,  expo- 
sure of  hei  practice",  lest  they  should  "be  put  a  stop'  to.    As  to,  • 
what  b.ad  been  said  of  the.  husband  of  Mis  Claike,'  who  bad  been 
supposed  to  have  been  only  st  stone-mason,  and  a  person  of  meai>- 
ciijcumstances,  although  Mrs.  Claike  had  said  he  was  a  man  ol  pro- 
perty, he  had  to  obsei  ve  to  the  House  what  he  did  not  offer  as  evi*. 
dence,  but  observation,  that  had  his  time  not  been  taken  up  so  en; . 
tirely  as  it  was  dunng  the  examination  in  this~case,  he  should  have 
learned  what  he  had  afterwaids  learned,  namely,  that  Mis.  Claifc 
■was correct  in  stating  that  her  husband  s  father  was  a  man  of  pic— 
perty  ;  for  although  he  was  called  a  stone-mason  by  some,,  he  was.1 
in.sbort,  a  builder  of  consideiable  property,  kept  a  can iage  and 
fou/hoises,  left  his  widow  rich,  and  she  lived  in  a  splendid  man- 
ner^   lie  left  also  eight  childien,  four  sons,  and  four  daughters, 
to  whom  he  left,  he  believed/  two  thousand  pounds  a  piece,  but 
the  husband  of  Mrs.  Clarke,  keing  of  a  dissipated  turn,  soon  m- 
ined  himself  and  his  wife,  which  was  the  foundation  of  her  mis- 
fortune. -  ' 

The  Chancellor,  of  the  Exchequer  called  to  order,  and  ob-*" 
served,  that  if  the  Noble  Lord.weie  now  examined  as  a  witness,  he 
would  not  b^e  heard  in  stating  these  matters,  as  they  were  only 
hearsay,  and  the  House  would  hardly  hear  that  in  a  speech 
whjeji  it  would  not  allow  a.  witness  to  state. 

Lord 
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Lord  Folkst one  said,  be  did  «ot  offer  what  he  had  to  submit 
as  evidence,  but  as  mere  statement;  but  other  Gentlemen  had 
Weil  allowed  to  make  statements  of  facts,  particularly  the  Learn- 
ed Gentleman  who  spoke  last,  .w,hich  could  only  depend  on  hear- 
say. Such  was"  th,e  case  with  reference  to  the  sum  of  money  which 
the  Duke  of  York'  had  allowed  to  Mrs,  Clarke,  for  the  supports? 
her  establishment*—  ( Hear  !  hear  .')>— Butas  it  had  been  object-; 
cd  to,  he  should  not  persist  in  it.  jAs  to  Mrs.  Clafke  having  been.' 
called  Mrs.  Dowler,  there  really  was  nothing  in  it, -for  having 
passed  under  that  name  at  an  hotel  was  a  thing  pretty  much  of- 
couise;  but  no  goods  had  been  sold  to  her  in  that  name,  nor  any 
ciedit  given  to  her  in  any  manner  whatever  in  that  character.' 
Nor  was  the  case  made  clearer  by  the  evidence -of  Mr..Nicholls, 
of  Hampstead,  who  called  hinvelf  a  baker.  He  believed-  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Evcbequer  knew  pretty  well  whether  he  was  a 
baker  or  not  *.  As  to  what  Mis.  Claike  said  in  her  evidence,  that 
the  Duke  told  her,  that  if  she  was  clever,  she  need  not  apply 
to  him,  it  was  met  with  a  general  obseivatkm,  that  the.  thing  was 
improbable.  'Why3  Yes  (said  his  Lordship)  the  thing  was  cer- 
lamly  improbable ;  it  is  a  highly  improbable  thing  that  a  Royal 
Duke  should  mix  himself  in  transactions  so  dirtv  ■  If  is  very  im- 
probable, certainly,  that  a  Royal  Duke  should  allow  his  mistress 
to  tiaffic  in  the  sale  of  Commi»i>ir,ns  m  the  Army  of  winch  he  is 
Commander  in  Chief;  but  if  he  has  actually  done  it,  where  is  the 
aense  in  talking  about  the  improbability  of  it  >— As  to  the  evidence 
of  Dowler,  it  had  been  said  that  he  had  disgraced  himself,  be- 
cause he  had  concealed  his  having  been  at  Reid's  Hotel  with 
Mrs.  Clarke;  pow,  that  was  not  a  misrepresentation  of  a  feet — 
it  was  of  no  importance  one  way  or  other— it  was  at  most  but 
an  insignificant  concealment.  But  it  had  been  said,  that  it  wag 
ridiculous  to  suppose,  that  the  thousand  pounds,  said  by  Mr. 
Dowler,  to  have  been  given  to  Mis.  Clarke,  had  been  given  for 
an  officeMiuder  Govei  nment.  "  The.ans-vei  to  that  was,  that  the 
moiiey  was  actually  paid,  and  that  the  office  was  actually  obtained, 
and  that  through  Mrs.  Clarke's  influence  with  the  Duke;  for  no 
other  person  appealed  in  the  whole  transaction,  but  Mrs  Clarke, 
the  Duke  of  York,  and  the  Pi  inter  of  the  Gazette  m  which  the 
appointment  was  announced  And-a<.  to  the  objection  which  wa« 
stated,  that  the  father  of  Mi  Dow  ler,  who  was  a  prudent  trades- 
man, who  was  said  to  have  lent  the  money,  was  not  likely  to  do 
so,  to  enable  hh  son  to  bestow  it  upon  Mrs.  Clarke;  it  was  an- 
swered, first,  that  the  fact  was  so,  secondly,  that  there  did  not  ap- 
pear much  imprudence  in  a  father  who  laid  not  one  thousand 
pounds  to  procure  to  his  son  tluee  bundled  pounds  a  year.  But 

*  H"re  there  Wife  some  murmurs,  as  if  this  was  felt  a*  an  ill.beral  insi- 
nuation ;  fur  what  reason  did  not  transpire. 
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this  was  said  to  be  an  infamous  conspiiacy  between  Mrs.  Clai  ke 
Mr.  Dowler,  to  slander  the  cbaiaeter  of  his  Royal  Highness  the 
Duke  of  York.  This  was  asserted,  but  there  was  no  pi  oof  of  "it; 
nor  was  there  of  many  other  assertions  which  had  been  made 
against  many  of  the  witnesses ;  and  it  might  be  taken  for  granted, 
tba,t  if  no  proof  was  adduced  on  these  matters,  it  was  because 
there  was  none  m  existence  -r  for  if  theie  was,  the  zeal,  diligence, 
and  activity  of  Mr.  Lowten,  Mr.  Wilkinson,  and  other  agents  of 
the  L>u)<e,  would  have  been  able  to  produce  it.  It  had  been  ar- 
gued, that  because  Miss  Taylor  did  lecollecl  precisely  the  phrase 
that  had  been  made  use  of,  that  therefore  she  ought  not  to  be  be- 
lieved. She  never  had  seen  Colonel  French ;  and  it  must  be  al- 
lowed, that  the  expressiop,  if  usedj  was  a  very  remarkable  one, 
and  likely  to  be  remembeied.  If  she  had  visited  Mrs.  Clarke,  it 
should  be  recollected  that  she  was  a  relation  of  her'sj  and  was 
Miss  Taylor  to  be  held  up  to  the  countiy'as  a  liar,  who  was  totally 
unworthy  of  credit,  for  no  other  reason  but  that  her  brother  had 
married  Mrs  Clarke's-sister5  The  examination  had  already  proved 
of  the  most  serious  consequence  to  Miss  Tayiot ;  and  1 1  was  hard, 
that  she  should  be  set  down  as  altogether  unwoithy  of  belief, 
merely  because  she  was  connected  with  Mis,  Clarke,  and  theiefore 
assqerated  with  her.  It  must  occur  to  the  Honourable  Gentlemen 
ob  the  other  side  of  the  House,  that  there  were  nunieious  instances 
among  the  higher  orders  in  life,  where  not  only  men  but  women 
of  character  did  associate  with  females,  whose  chaiacters  vveie 
very  doubtful,  and  perhaps  very  little  better  than  that  of  Mis. 
Clarke.  Now,  theie  ought  to  be  something  of  equal  justice  among 
the  different  oiders  of  society,  and  that  equal  justice  would  not  be 
done,  if  Miss  Taylor  was  to  be  discredited,  because  she  did  not  be- 
longs to  the  higbei  class  of  society,  and  because  her  parents  were 
poor.  The  examination  of  Miss  Taj  lor  bad  been  conducted  in 
suell  away  that  it  had  pioduced  her  absolute  nun.  Hei  fathei 
wa£a  ruined  man,  hei  mother  in  jail  for  debt,  and  site,  a  Vutuous 
younggirl — he  should  lepeat,  a  vutuous  young  gnl;  and  l:owe\er 
the  Gentlemen  on  the  othei  .side  ot  the  House  might  laugh  at  tie 
term,  he  would  say  theie  was  nothing  in  the  evidence,  nothing  m 
the  deportment  of  Miss  Ta-  loi  at  the  Bai,  which  justified  them  in 
their  men  unent,  or  at  alt'coiitiadictcd  the  justice  of  theteimas 
applied  to  her — he  would  lepeat,  this  vn tuous,  jouiig  gill,  when 
her  family  was  in  such  distiess,  took  a  boaiding  ■•choolfoi  the  sup* 
port  of  heiself  and  her  younger  sistei.  She  had  a  dozen  pupils  be- 
foreshe  was  summoned  to  attend  that'House  as  a  witness ,  and.in 
consequence  of  the  answers  which  had  been  extoited  from  her  in 
thecourscof  her  examination,  nine  of  them  had  been  withdrawn. 
Her  creditors  soon  found  out  her  misfoi  tunes,  and  no  time  wasjost 
m-laymg  an  execution  on  her  goods;  her  furuituie  had  been  all 
seized,  the  caipets  torn  off  the  floors,  and  she  herself  obliged  to 

seek 
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seek  an  asvlnm  in  a  friend's  house.  And  yet  although  s,uc'i 
distress  and  nun  had  been  occasioned  in  her  little  establish- 
ment, it  appeared  that  all'  the  debts  which  she  owed  in  the 
woi  Id  amounted  only  to  about  120!, 

The  Noble  Lord  said  he  did  not  mean  to  impute  any  intenti- 
onal harshness  in  the  cross-examination,  either  to  his  Right 
Hon.  Friend,*  nor  to  the  Right  Hon.  ttentieimn  opposite'f 
without  having  any  personal  acquaintance  wfth  that  Right 
Hon.  Gentleman,  he  was  perfectly  convinced,  that  he  would 
be  one  of  the  last  menin  the  House  to  be  guilty  of  sucha  harsh* 
.  ness  intentionally  {hear,  hear.)  Ke  did  not  mean  to  say,  that 
such  a  course  of  examination  might  not  have  been  necessity, 
and  he  was  sure  that  the  Right  Honourable  Gentleman  would 
not  have  resorted  la  it,  if  he  had  not  thought  it  necessary; 
but  he  could  not  give  the  same  measure  of  praise  to  othei  s.  If 
there  was  in  that  House  a  Member  who  had  gone  about  in  all 
directions  to  find  out  evidence  to  impeach  Miss  Taylor— if 
having  previous  opportunity  of  examining  in  private  the  wit- 
ness he  meant  to  bung  forward,  he  yet  chose  to  bring  forward 
at  random  those  charges  against  her  which  made  a  cross-ex- 
amination necessary,  which  was  so  useless  to  the  main  point  at 
iisue,  but  so  painful  to  the  feelings  of  the  witness,  lie  would  say 
that  to  the  want  of  care  and  want  of  candour  of  that^  Hon. 
Member,  this  cruelty  was  to  be  imputed.  If  Miss  Taylor 
is  now  to  be  considered  a  credible  witness  she  must  be 
consideied  m  the  same  light  on  every  other  occasion,  as  the 
same  reason  must  always  subsist,  namely,  that  her  paients  werft 
poor,  and  that  Mrs.  Clarke  was  her  sistei- in-law. 

As  to  the  contradictions  of  witnesses  at  the  Bar,  he  really  was 
not  sui  prised  if  Mrs.  Clarke  had  fallen  m.to  some  contradictions} 
but  he  was  really  surprised  that  she  had  not  fallen  into  more. 
When  a  woman  was  placed  at  the  Bar,  sut rounded  by  Gentle- 
men whom  she  had  never  seen  before,  examined  ta  an  irregular 
manner,  and  for  such  a  length  of  ti.ne  that  she  was  ready  to 
drop  from  fatigue.it  was  leally  wondeiful  that  she  had  fallen 
into  so  few  contradictions. 

He  must  claim  the  indulgence  of  the  House  in  expressing 
an  opinion  very  different  from  what  had  been  generally  given 
with  respect  to  the  evidence  of  Colonel  Gordon.  Most  Gen- 
tlemen who  had  spoken  appealed  to  admire  his  wonderful  me- 
Htory  and  accuracy  of  statement.  He  considered  it  in  a  vety 
different  light.  In  the  first  place,  he  thought  that  Col.  Gor- 
don, when  at  the  Bai,  exhibited  a  flippancy,  a  supeiiouty 
of  manner,  and  a  dictatorial  way  of  g'Ving  opinions  to  t lug 
House,  which  was  by  no  means  proper  for  a  witness  at  their 
Bar.    He  could  havehaidly  assumed  a  more  dictatorial  man. 

ne* 
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tier  if  lie  had  really  been  Commander  in  Chief,  as  his  evidence 
Went  near  to  establish.  It  had  been  imputed  to  Mr.  Dowler 
as  a  gieat  fault,  not  that  he  stated  what  was  false,  b|Ut  that  he 
concealed  the  truth..  Now  it  appeared  to  him,  that  this  charge 
ieemed  to  apply  mote  .strongly  to  the  testimony  of  Colonel 
Gordon., On  the  first  da)  he  was  examined,  he  did  not  "-ay  a  word 
about  the  pencil. marks  which  had  been  wntten  on  the  official 
document  respecting  |he  exchange  of  Colonels  Knight  and 
liiooke.  This  most  important  fact  was  only  discovered  acci- 
dentally," when  he  was  ordered  several  nights  after  to  produce 
ether  documents.  Colonel  Goidon,  at  tiie  eaily  pai  t  of  his  ex- 
amination, declared  that  it  was  an  invariable  rule  that  infeiior 
officers  could  never  rise  above  their  supenors  in  the  same  regi- 
ment. It  aftei Wards  however  turned  out  that  this  invaiiable 
rule  had  been  oftentimes  bioken,,  as  in  the  instances  of  Colonel 
t>haw  and  others.  Colonel  Goidoji  had  said  that  he  never 
knew  an  instance  of  a  person  being  promoted  ,to  the  rank  of 
Captain  without  service,  and  when  he -was  examined  on  the 
charge  respecting  Captain  Mahng,  this  evidence  appeared  most 
conclusive.  The  charge  appealed  to  have  so  completely 
failed  in  the  proof  that  h,s  Right  Hon.  Fnend  wished  to  w'th- 
draw.  (No,/ no*  however,  resounded fi am  the  ^other  side  oj  the 
lln-Ac)  'I  he  frb'r.ds  of,  his  Royal  Highness  triumphantly 
state,  that  this  tiimge  having  been  once  bionght,  must  be  dis- 
posed of.  It  happened  that  a  question  or  two  more  \  ut  to  Col, 
Goidon,  ptoved  that  theie  was  another  Captam  Mating,  who 
had  heen  raised  to  that,  lank  without  seeing  any  seivice,  ;(nd 
With  whom  Colonel  Goidon  was  intimately  acquainted,  -on 
meeting  lumeveiy  day  in  his  office  ;  and  with  iespect  t»  v.  horn 
the  charge  did  apply.  The  mistake  which  his  Hon.  Friend, 
had  made,  was  only  about  Chustian, names,  and  yet  Colonel 
Goidon  never  those  to  say  any  thing  about  the  other  Captain 
Maling,  to  whom  he  knew  the  charge  did  apply,  till  a  direct 
question  was" accidentally  put  to  him,  which  he  was  of  course 
obliged  to  answer.  "Did  not  this  conduct  in  Colonel  Gordon 
lock  like  a'wilful  suppression  'of  facts  most  important  in- the 
case  >  Colonel  Gordon  had  also  represented  at  first,  that  it 
was  impossible  that  the  Duke  ofYoik  could  expedite  the'ex- 
change  ;  and  that  every  attempt  ofthat  sort  must  be  extiemely 
futile,  and  would  not  expedite  it  one  half  minute.  From  the 
evidence,  the  natural  impression  would  be,  that  the  Duke, 
could  not  have  inteifered,  as  his  mlerierence  would  have  bben 
futile  ;.  and  yet,  afterwards  he  stated,  that  h<  did  not  mean  to 
say  the  Duke  might  not  foiward  it  at  albin  the  course  of  the 
ncgociation  in  consequence  of  such  application  ;  but  that  after 
was  accomplished  his  Royal  Highness  had  not  power'  to  pre- 
vent the  ponotion  three  days  intervening  pi  lor  to  its  being 
-Gazetted. 

.fie  found  himself  also  obliged,  to  make  some  observation,  he 
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Hoped  it  would  be  without  offence,  on  some  contradictions  in- 
the  testimony  of  an  Honourable  Member*.  In  the  fiist  place, 
that  Honourable  Gentleman  had  stated,  "  that  he  was  for  jl 
"  long  time  perfectly  acquainted  with  the  pecuniary  transac- 
"  tionsof  h:s  Royal  Highness,  who  stated  to  him  all  his  em- 
"  bairassments  with  the  greatest  accuiacy;  and  he  could  take 
"  it  upon  himself  to  say,  that  Mrs.  Clarke's  account  of  lo-uis 
e<  negociated  for  the  Duke  of  Yoilj:  was  untrue."  Afterwards^ 
it  appeared  by  his  ownevidence,  that  he  only  knew  a  pait  ot 
the  Duke's  pecuniary  arrangements  ;,and  it  had  been  proved 
by  Mr.  Comne,  that  Mr.  Adam  himself  did  know  of  a  ncgo  . 
ciation  for  a  loan  for  io.oool. ;  afterwards  it  appeared  by  the 
evidence  of  written  documents,  that  he  did  know  of,  and  was 
applied  to  by  Kcnnet,  who  proposed  to  negotiate  a  loan  for 
the  Duke  of  ho  less  than  70,0001.  to  be  secured  by  annuity, 
.There  appeared  another  very  great  contradiction  in  the  evi- 
dence of  Mr.  Adam.  He  had  stated  that  he  lecollected  from, 
the  investigation  that  he  had  set  on  toot,  that  the  cause  of  se- 
paration between  t!-e  Duke  and  Mis.  Chirke  was  something 
about  a  bil}  and  goods  delivered.  In  this. he  appeared  to  be 
contradicted  fay  the  men  who  conducted  tlie  investigation,  as 
neither  Mr.  Low  ten  or  Mi .  Wilkinson  confirmed  Llus  state- 
ment. The  Hpnourable  Member  also  assented,  on  the  part  of 
his  Royal  Highness,  that  the  Duke  had  assuied  hint  that  hc- 
seidom,  or  he  might  say  never,  permitted  Mrs.  Clarke  to  speak 
to  him  about  military  matteis.  That  assertion,  hcw.ever, 
had  besn  most  completely  disproved  by  the  Duke's  let- 
ters. 

Now,  when  it  was  shewn  that  both  Colonel  Gordon  and 
Mr.  Adam  had  fallen  into  those  inconsistencies  in  their  evi- 
dence ;  when  it  was  recollected  that  those  Gentlemen  had 
been  examined  with  all  the  tenderness  and  respect  due  to 
their  rank  in  life,  and  that  Mrs.  Clarke,  on  the  contrary, 
had  been  examined  in  a  hosnle  way,  and  for  a  much  gieaier 
length  of  time  ;  it  would  not  be  surprising  that  she  should 
have  fallen  into  some  contradictions  on  lesser  points,  when 
those  Gentlemen  had. fallen  into  contradictions  on  essential 
points.    It  would  be  recollected  that  Mrs.  Claike  had  been 
examined  eight  times,  for  near  three  hours  at  a  time  ;  that  s!:e 
expeiienced  no  favour,  but,  on  the  contraiy,  was  examined 
on  every  subject  which  it  Would  be  most  painful  for  her  to 
answer  on;  and   some  of  those  contradictions,  which  had 
-bfen,  relied  on,  had  come  out  at  the  end  of  such  a  long  and 
harrasstng  examination,"  that  contradictions  might  naturally  be 
expected.     Considering  all  the  unfavourable  cucmiutances 
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under  which  she  was  examined,  he  really  thought  ifiat  shp 
was  as  good  and  creditable  a  witness  as  ever  a  ttended  at  the 
Bar  of,  that  House.  When  the  Twelve  Judges  had  Jaid  it 
down,  that  an  accomplice,  if  considered  a  credible  witness, 
v,'jsj  sufficient  to  prove  a  eaae,  even  where  the  lite  of  a  sttb- 
jeet  was  at  stake,  he  should  say  that  believing  Mrs.  Ol/ik'e 
to  be,  m  every  lespecr,  a  credible  witness,  it  was  his  finii 
opinion,  that  by  every  principle  of  law  and  leason,  the  Duke 
should  be  considered  guilty  of  the  gieatest  corruption — 
that  the  case  did  not  reston  the  testimony  of  Mrs.  Clarke  alone, 
for  never  was  the  evidence  of  any  accomplice  moie  fully  cor- 
roborated'. 

The  first  strong  circumstance  of  conoboration.  was,  the 
ex  pence  qf  the  establishment  in  Gloucester-place.  He;  was 
sui prised,  that  the  Learned  and  Hon.  Gentleman,,  who  had 
preceded  him,*  had  travelled  out  of  the  record,  and  aigued 
upon  things  merely  asserted,  as  if  they  had  been  proved.  What 
sort  of  a  story  was  th^t  which  had  been  told  about  the  Duke's 
manner  of  drawing  on  his  bankers  >  If  the  Duke  wanted  200I, 
jtnd  meant  to  give  100I.  to  Mrs.  Clarke,  is' it  credible  that  he 
would  have  taken  the  trouble  to  draw  two  drafts  instead  of 
one  ?  If  she  had  even  received  the  sums  stated  it  would, 
-nut  be  woncleiful,  as  she  was  known  to  be  a  thoughtless  wo- 
man,  of  dissipated  and  expensive  habits.  Mrs.  Claike,  how- 
evei,  did  not'fo'  gel,  but  stated  particulars^  which  could  not  be 
contradicted^  She  had  said,  that  in  her  establishment  in  GI011. 
tei  place,  she  kept  six  or  eight  horses,  two  cauiages,  eight  or 
nine  men-scrvunis,  man-cook,  &c.  ,  t-hat  she  entertained  ex- 
pensively, gave  champagrie,  and  lived  in  the  highest  style  in 
town  5'  and  that  she  had  besides,  a  ccunti  y-house,  where  two 
or  three  servants  were  always  kept.  Now,  whether  the  Duke 
allowed  her  one  thousand  a-year,  or  two  thousand,  it  was  evi- 
dently insufficient  to  support  "such  an  establishment,  fit  ap- 
pealed to  inm  that  less  than _io,oool  a  year  would  not  have 
done  ir.  He  was  sure  that  he  could  not  keep  up  such  appoint- 
ments under  io,oool.  a  "year,  but  he  should  suppose  that  suc'h 
a  thoughtless  woman  as  -her  would  have  expended  above 
double  that  sura.  That  the  Duke  did  not  allow  her  mone'y 
sufficient  to  support  this  establishment,  was  a  thing  that  was 
Jiighly  ptrbablc,  when  it  was  considered  that  the  Duke  was 
at  that  time  a  most  distressed  man,  as  she  had  represented  hifn 
10  be.  The  loan  that  he  was  negociatmg  with  Xennet  at 
that  precise  tune  shewed  that  he  was  a  ver-y  distressed  man. 
it  appeared  that  m consequence  of  this  negociation  about  a 
loan,  Kennet  was  lecommended  by  the'  Duke  of  York  to  a  higk 
situation  ;  and  it  was  contrived  that  Sir  Horace  Mann  •sho'ul'U 


*  Mr.  Lcacli. 


be 


(   545  ) 

Be  applied  to  to  support  this  recommendation, 'in  order  to 
make  it  appear  more  regular.  This  Kennet  was  known  at 
the  time  to  be  a  man  of  the  worst  character,  and  afterwards 
stood  in  the  pillory.  Now  if  Kennet,  instead  of  applying  for 
himself,  Iwd  happened  to  have  had  a  son  a  Captain,  whom  he 
Wished  to  be  promoted  to  a  Majority,  cohld  any  body  doubt 
but  that  it  would  have  been  done  for  the 'corrupt  consideration' 
of  the  loan  that  was  to  be  negociated  f  Who  -Would  then  be- 
lieve that  being  ready  to  recommend  Kennet,  or  any  body  wlio< 
would  negociate  loans  for  him, ^beiiig  distressed  as  he  had  been 
proved  to  be,  having  a  woman  whom  he  loved  so  passionately, 
and  whose  wishes  he  was  so  unable  to  gratify,  {a  laugh),  lie 
could  have  refused  to  allow  her  to  receive  some-money  for 
her  interference  in  the  disposal  of  a  few  commissions  ?    _  , 

Before  he  concluded,  he  could  not  avoid  paying  his  tribute' 
of  admiration  to  the  firmness  which  had  beendisplayed  by 
his  Honourable  Friend  in  bringing  foi  ward  these  charges,  and.! 
in  the  investigation'  which  had'  so  long  occupied  the  at- 
tention of  the  House.  He  had  had  to  struggle  against  flie  aiu 
thority  and  influence  of  the  Duke  of  Yoik.in  the  plenitude  of 
his  power,  and  at  the  head  of  an  a'imy  more,  extensive,  and 
regulated  in  a  more  arbitral y  maimer  than  at  any  former 
period.  He  hacHo  contend  against  Ministers,  who  took  upon 
themselves  the  situation  of  Advocates  for  his  Royal  Highness, 
rather  than  his  Judges.  He  had  been  impeded  in  his  investi- 
gation, by  unwilling-witnesses,  from  whom  it  was  almost  im-- 
possible  to  extract  the  truth;  After  his  Honourable  Friend, 
had  first  brought  forward  his-  charges,  he  could  not- avoid 
hearing  his  expulsion  ru momed  ;  and  yet  notwithstanding  alt. 
those  obstacles  and  difficulties,  he  had  come  forwaid  manful- 
ly to  his  case,  and  had  proved  it,  as  he  conceived,  to  the' 
perfect  satisfaction  of  every  unprejudiced  man.  It  was  to  be 
recollected  also  that  a,  threat  of  infamy  had  been  thrown  out 
against  him  byfa  Right  Hon,  Secretary*  in  the  most  offensive 
manner;  That' Right  Hon.  Gentleman  well  knew  how  to  as» 
sume  the  most  offensive  manner.    (A  cry  of  Order). 

The  Speaker,  iaamild  tone, -suggested  to  the  Noble  Lord' 
the  propriety  of  abstaining  from  personality. 

He  would 'say  that  he  he  did  not  believe  that  the  Right' 
Hon.-  Secretary  meant  to  apply  this.jterm  to  that  conspnacy 
which  had  been-talked  of,  as  his  meaning  was  endeavoured  to 
be  explained  away  by  some  of  his  friends,  but  that  he  did  not 
mean  what  he  said,  that  infamy  was  to-  attach  either  to  the- 
accused,  or  to  the  accuser,  and  he  had  repeated  the  word  ac- 
cuser, every  time  he  had  opened  ins  mouth  since.  The  evi- 
dence was  now  over,  and  his  Honourable  Friend  had  not  only 
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proved  his  charges, 'but  had  proved  a  great  -deal  more  than  ha 
had  stated,  and  yet  the  Right  Honourable  Secretary  had  not 
yet  had  the  civility  to  retiaet  that  expression.  If  then  the 
llight  Honourable  Gentleman  should  not  express  by  his  vote 
that  the  infamy  attached  to  the  ^person  accused,  and  did  not 
withdraw  the  expression  with  respect  to  the  accuser,  he 
thought  that' if  infamy  must  attach  somewhere,  it  should  re- 
main with  him  who  had  used  the  expression.  This  threat  ap-> 
peaied  to  be  thrown  out  with  no  other  view  than  to  damp  the 
zeal  and  exertions  of  his  Honourable  Friend. 

Another  Right  Hon.  Gentleman*,  who  at  first  talked  of  a 
Jacobin  conspiracy,  had  the  manliness  to  disavow  any  inten- 
tion of  applying  the  term  in  any  degree  to  his  Ilonouiable 
Friend.  This  was  a  degree  of  manliness  which  he  hardly  ex- 
pected to  meet  from  the  Right  Hon.  Secretaiy. 

Another  Right  Honouable  Gentleman,  whq  commonly  sat 
on  the  same  side  of  the  House  as  himself  t,  had  also 
taken-upon  him  to  throw  down  |the  gauntlet  to  his  Hon. 
Friend,  and  to  animadvert  on  his  conduct,  because,  forsooth, 
he  had  not  taken  his  sage  advice  i' — Even  the  getting  witnes- 
ses to  give  evidence  at  the  bar  of  the  House,  was  a  matter  of 
the  utmost  difficulty.  It  was  viewed  with  equal  horror,  as 
if  the  persons  called  on  had  been  to  be  carried  as  culprits  to 
the  bar  of  the  Old  Bailey.  Now,  however,  instead  of  infamy  4 
his  Honourable  Friend  would  be  loaded  wherever  he  went,  and 
by^eveiy  deaomrnation  of  men,  with  honour,  love,  and  popu- 
Janty  j  and  he  hoped  the  vote  on  this  debate  would  satisfy 
the  expectations  of  the  people.  Gentlemen  seemed  t©  object 
io  the  idea  tint  the  sentence  of  that  House  was  to  be  judged 
of  by  the  country.  He  said  it  was-.  It  was  publicity  Gen- 
tlemen said  they  wanted.  That  his  Royal  -Highness  demand- 
ed public  examination,  and  public  -acquittal  ;  and  why  did 
they  now!  ccmpiam  of  what  they  formerly  demanded  >  The 
accounts  of  the  proceedings  of  this  Inquiry,  so  far  as  he  had 
s  seen  them-;  w  ere  astonis!  mgly  correct ;  but  the  public  would 
not  have  to  judge  from  garbled  accounts;  there,  weie  able 
men  out  ol  door?,  who  would  see  that  the  people  were  not  led 
s  stray.  ,  ' 

Betore  he  sat  down,  he  could  not  avoid  saying,  that  the 
House  had  now  an  opportunity  of  retrieving,  what  he  believer! 
they  had  lost  m. public  opinion.  He  could  recommend  to 
them  nothing  better  than  to  lecollcct  that  prayer  which 
waa  always  said  befoie  the  House  entered  ,upon  business,  im- 
ploring the  Loid  "to  -enable  them  to  lay  aside  all  pnvate 
interests,  prejudices,  and  partial  atfections.''  If  they  did  so, 
and  came  to  the  vote  as  Judges,  and  not  advocates,  he  had- 
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little  doubt  of  the  result.,  His  feeling  was  for  a  resolution 
much  stronger  than  what  was  proposed  ;  he  should  however, 
give  his  vote  most  sincerely  in  favour  of  the  original  address 

Mr  Yorke  in  explanation  said,  that  he  never  had  intended 
to  insinuate  the  Honourable  Gentleman  who  had  brought 
forward  the  chaiges,  was  in  any  degree  implicated  in  a  con- 
spiracy. 

Mr.  Adam  vindicated  the  evidence  which  he  had  given 
before  the  Committee,"  from  the  reflections  that  had  been 
thrown  upon  htm  by  the  Noble  Lord.    He  had  passed  a  long1 
life,  he   trusted,  with  honour  and  integrity.    He  had  com- 
menced his  public   career  before  the   Noble  Lord  was  born. 
He  had  the  honour  to  sit  in  Parliament  as  the  "Representative: 
of  a  respectable  county,  and  he  hoped  that  his  political  conduct 
was  not  liable  to  any  imputation  of  incorectness.    It  was  na- 
tural  for  him,  therefore,  after   the  observations  which  had, 
fallen  from  the  Noble  Lord,  dnected  against  his  testimony, 
that  he  should  wish  to  set  himself  right  in  the  opinion  of  the 
House  and  of  the  Country,  and  he  trusted  that  he  would  be 
able  to  satisfy  every  Member  of  the  House  of  Commons,  not 
even  excepting  the-Noble  Lord  himself,  that  the  evidence 
which  he  had  given  was  not  only  true,  but  that  it  was  strict- 
ly consistent.    Here  the  Honourable  and  Learned  Gentleman 
jeferred  to  the  printed  evidence,  and  shewed  that  his  testi- 
mony respecting  the  Financial  Concerns  of  the  Duke  of  York 
was  not  only  consistent  with  the  evidence  of  Mr.  Comrie,  but 
was  confirmed  by  it.    He  proved  that  the  evidence  which  he 
had  given 'respecting  the  cause  of  the  separation  between  his 
Royal  Highness  and  Mrs.  Clarke,  was  quite  consonant  with 
the  testimony  of  Mr.  Lowteh,  and  the  paper  delivered  by  him 
to  the  Duke,  containing  the  result  of  an  investigation  institu- 
ted by  h:m  into  M^.  ClarkeVconduct,   that  his  representa- 
tion of  what  had  passed  relative  to  the  communication  from 
Sandon  to  Colonel  Hamilton  ivas  perfectly  accurate,,  and  that 
his  answer  in  answering  the  question,  whether  the  Duke  of 
York  had  ever  communicated  with  Mrs.  Clarke  upon  milita- 
ry matteis,  he  had  been  particularly  guarded,  by  stating  to 
the  house  what  uas  his  impression  of  the  fact. 
•    The  Honouiable  (jentleman  next  adverted  to  the  pain  which 
some  remarks,  which  ha'd  been  made  in  a  weekly  publication 
"upon  his,  son's  promotion  in  the  army  had  occasioned  him, 
and  legietjed  thac  he  had  not  it  in  his  power  to  shew  to  the 
House,  tharthe  imputation  founded  upon  what  had  been) rer 
presented  as  a  scandalous  circumstance,  "  that  the  backs  of  a 
thousand'men  should  be  submitted  to  a  youth  who  had  not 
J  yet  attained  the  age  of  twenty-one,"  so  far  from  being  a  jus- 
tified fact,  was  most  illiberal  and  unfair,  and  that  there  was 
not  a  battalion  in  his  Majesty's  semce  is  which  fewei  cor- 
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poral  punishments  were  inflicted,  or  in  which  better  military 
regulations  were  established.  , 

Having  made  these  few  prefatory  observations,  which  he- 
trusted  the  house  would  excuse,  he  should  not  trouble  thehi 
farther  with  any  thing  relative  to  himself,  butshould  proceed' 
"to  state  the  grounds  upon  which  he  should'  give  Ins  vote  upon- 
the  important  question  wjiich  had  so  long  engaged  their  at- 
tention.   H?  never  could  forget  when  called  upon  to  act  in  a 
judicial  capacity,  the  admirable  maxim  of  Lord  Bacon,  that  in- 
all  cases  of  this  natuie  "  Persons  who  were  called  upon  to  sit , 
as  judges  oin'ht  not  to  contend  for  pr^es  by  displays  of  Wit; 
but  that  which  they  ought  to  carry,  the  Lanlhern  of  Justice 
(which  is  the  evidence)  straight  before  them  to  light  them 
to  a  just  conclusion."  The  question  now  before  the  House  was, 
whether  they  ought  to  come  to  a  Resolution  upon  the  merits 
of  the  case,  before  they  voted  an  addi  ess.    He  for  one  was  de- 
cidedly of  opinion,  that- they  ought  to  come  to  a  resolution 
because  it  would  not   embarrass   them  in    adopting  any- 
after  proceedings,  and  because  in  acting  upon  a  clear  con- 
viction, either  of  the  guilt  or  innocence  of  the  Commander  in- 
Chief  they  would  be  enabled  to  shape  the  address  in  con- 
formity with  that  conviction.    In  forming  this  resolution 
they  would  be  guided  by  the  evidence  :  he  should  theiefore 
state  the  impression  this  evidence  had  lett  upon  his  mind. 
In  the  first  place,  in  order  duly  to  estimate  its  weight,  it  was 
absolutely  necessarv.  to  attend  to  the  plan  upon  which  Mrs. 
Clarke  acted  in,  her  system  of  commission  broking.  The 
strictest  injunctions  of  sectecy  were  given  to  all  her  agents,  as 
has  been  proved  by  Mr. Knight,  Donovan, Sandon  ana  otheis, 
to  whom  she  uniformly  expressed  a  wish  that  the  tiansactions 
which  passed  between  them  should  be  carefully  concealed, 
and  that  all  her  letters   should  be  binned,  wheieas  m  thaS 
House  she  had  represented  herself  as  acting  with  the  greatest 
openness,  and  affixing  her  lists  and  applications  m  such  places 
as  must  have  exposed  them  to'  the  notice  of  all  the  servants  in 
her  house.    Tin?  circumstance,  then,  ought  to  be  kept  in 
view  as  a  <>eneial  due  to  her  testimony.    A  he  general  plan  of 
the  accusation  w„s,  that  her  testimony  was  brought  forward 
as  the  ground-work  of  each  distinct  charge  for  the  purpose  of 
proving  not  only  interference,  but  corrupt  interteience,  and 
this  testimony  it  was  endeavoured  to  establish  by  eoatnmato- 
ry  circumstances.    The  weight  of  these  confirmatory  circum- 
stances upon  the  different  charges  of  Kmght's  exchange, 
French's  levy,  and  Tonyn's  promotion,  the"  Honourable-and 
Learned  Gentlemen  endeavoured  to  invalidate.   Upon  the  first 
of  these  three  chalges  the  confirmatory  evidence  was  founded 
upon  the  chanoeot  the  note.    Mrs.  Ciaike  had  at  first  asserted 
that  the  note  was  changed  by  a  servant  of  the  Duke  ot  Yoikj, 
sut  she  had  after*  aids  Mated  it  to  have  been  changed  by 
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Picrson  her  own  butler,  at  his  Royal  eighness's  desire, 
at  His  wine-merchant's.  By  the  evidence,  however,  ot  Pier- 
son,  ,the  note  was  said  to  have  been  changed,  not  at  the 
Dukes's  wine- merchant,  but  at  a  confectioner's1  m  Bond- 
street,  and  when  thcconfectioner  was  called,  it  turned  out  that 
no  such' no.telutd  been  Changed.  The  confirmatory '  evidence 
upoii'the'fifat  ciiaige  was  thin  entnely  done  away,  and  when 
as'was  the  case,  it  was  found  that  all  the  official  documents  le- 
latiVe'to  the  exchange  were  perfectly  in  order,  there  was 
every  reason  to  presume,  that  for  this  part  of  the  accusation 
there  was  not  any  giound  whatever,  farther  than  the  mere 
affirmation  of  Mrs.  Clarke,  who  stood  in '  the  character  of  ac- 
cuser. 

Upon  the  charges  connected  with  Colonel  French's  levy, 
theie  were  two  confirmatory  circumstances — first,  what  regards 
the  plate,  and  the  second  respecting  the  dissolution  ot  the 
corps.  He  begged  the  house  to  remark,  that  there-was  no  evi- 
dence befdre  them  to  shew  that  the  Duke  of  York  had  any 
reason  to  suppose  that  the  500I.  which  Mrs.  Clarke  had  paid 
on  account  to  Birkett  was  deiive'd  from  any  improper  soui  ce, 
or  that  he  was  acquainted  with  the  circumstance  of  its  having 
once  belonged  to  the  Due  de  Brrri.  And  as  to -the  dissolution, 
ef  the  corps  he  could  not  conceive  any  thing  which  could  have 
redounded  more  to  the  credit  of  the  Commander. in-Chu.f  .h.in 
either  the  measure  itself,  or  the  time  and  manner  in  which  it 
was  carried  into  effect.  Upon  the  evidence  of  Miss  Taylor  as 
connected  with  this  charge,  -Mr.  Adam  went  into  an  ingeni- 
ous {discussion  of  the  value  of  verbal  testimony,  in  w'hich.h.e 
quoted  the  authority  of  Judge  Blackstone  and  Mr.  Justice  Fos- 
ter, for  the  purpose  of  shewing  how  liable  this  species  of  evi. 
dence  is  at  all  times  to  misconstruction,  and  misrepresentation, 
so  that  a  witness  who  even  wished  and  meant  to  speak  the 
truth,  might  often  himself  be  misled,  and  lead  others  into 
error.  Without,  therefore,  rejecting  at  all  upon  the  charac- 
ter or  veracity  of  Miss  Taylor,  he  did  not  think  that  hei  re- 
port of  an  expression  which  she  said  she  had  heard  at  such  i 
distance  of  time  fall  from  the  Duke  of  Yoik,  ought  to  be 
'taken  as  evidence  sufficient  to  substantiate  the  charge,  par- 
ticularly when  11  appeared  that  even  she  herself  had  not  till 
lately,  recollected  such  an  expression  to  have  be<n  used  ;  and 
when  it  was  consideied  that  even  in  giving  her  evid^nceA she- 
had  not  spoken  positively  to  fact,  but  confined  herself  to 
saying  that  she  merely  thinks  his  Royal  Highness  in  conver- 
sation'said  some  such  thing  to  Mrs.  Clarke  ih  her  presence. 
It  was  also  worthy  of  observation,  that  the  Honourable 
Gentleman  in  opening  the  charges,' had  not  mentioned  this 
as  part  of  the  evidence  which  he  would  adduce,  though, 
he  had  gone  over  most  of  the  other  circumstances  by  which 
these  charges  had  been  supported,.    Neither  had  Mrs.  Clarke 

any 


(    550  ) 


any  recollection  of  this!  conversation  having  passed,  and  noot? 
of  her  servants  remembered  ever  having  seen  Miss  Taylor 
at  her  house,  in  company  with  his  Royal  Highness.  He  like- 
wise contended,  th.it  the  time  at  which  Miss  Taylor  lepie- 
sented  this  conversation  as  having  passed,  was  long  after  the 
dissolution  of  Colonel  Fiench's  Coips  ;  and  if  her- memory  was 
defective  as  to  facts  and  circumstances,  it  was  surely  much 
more  conceivable  that  it  might  be  unfaithful  in  recalling  any 
particular  words  that  passed;  in  short, take  it  in  every  possible 
way  such  testimony  as  this,  which  according  to  the  opinion  of 
the  ablest  lawyers  is  at  all  times  objectionable,  and  which  in 
the  present  instance  was  marked  w  ith  such  strong  circumstances 
ot  uncertainty  and  suspicion,  was  not  suielyofa  nature  to  con- 
vict  theDukeofYotk  of  a  enlarge  ot  connivance  and  corruption. 
And  when  all  the  confirmatory  evidence  was  lemoved,  there 
was  nothing  but  the  allegations  of  Mrs.  Claike  in  suppoit  of, 
the  accusation.  ' 

The  only  circumstantial  evidence  connected  with  Major 
Tonyn's  piomotion  was  the  note,  which,,  even  though  it  was 
supposed  to  be  in  the  hand  w  riting  of  his  Royal  Highness, 
was  of  no  value  whatever,  except  it  could  be  connected  by  date 
with  the  date"  of  the  Gazette  in  which  this  promotion  was 
announced.  Mr.  Adam  declined  going  furthei  into  the  evi- 
dence, but  he  expressed  his  surprise,  that  a  Right  Honourable 
Gentleman*  at  the  same  time  that  he  acquitted  his  Royal 
Highness  of  all  paiticipationor  connivance  at  coiruption  cool'd 
piopose  punishing  him  by  lemoving  him  fiom  an  office,  which 
he  had  discharged  with  so  much  honour  to  himself  and  with  so 
much  benefit  to  the  army.  He  assured  the  House  that  he  had 
never  been  a  flatterer  of  rlie  Duke  ol  York.  He  had  at  all 
times  given  him  his  advice  with  ffankness  and  sincenty,  and  lie 
had  uniformly  found  m  his  Royal  Highness  a  disposition  to 
follow  it  with  cheerfulness.  When  he  had  bioken  off  his 
connection  with  Mrs.  Clarke,  he  had  done  it  without  feai  or 
apprehension  of  any  disclosures  which  it  might  be  in  her 
power' to  make  vnfavouiable  sto  his  character.  Before  sit- 
t'.ng  down,  he  requested  the  indulgence  of  the  House  while  he 
mentioned  one  cncumstance,which  had  occurred  the  ctliei  day, 
and  which  he  was  confident  the  House  would  think  with  him  le- 
dounded  much  to  the  honour  of  theCorom.tnder-in-Ch'ef, — One 
day  he  had  waite'd  upon  his  Royil  Highness,  while  the  present 
negociation  was  pending  ,  and  when  his  heart  was  big  with  his 
misfortune',  and  his  eyes  moistened  with  tears,  but  still  he  was 
occupied  with  the  duties  of  his  office,  and' attention  for  the 
interest  of  a  gallant  and  met  itonoiis  officer  It  was, perhaps  in 
the  knowledge  of  the  House,  that  Genc'ralGraiiam's  promotion 
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l»ad  been  obstructed.  This  gallant  officerfought  at  Corunna, 
stopd  by  the  side  of  Sir  JohnJVloore  when  he  fell;  and  foi  his 
conduct  in  the  late  campaign,  was  warmly  recommended  by 
General  Mope  to  the  attention  of  the  Commander  in  Chief.  Oa 
that  day  his  Royal  Highness  infoimed  hire,  that  notwithstanding 
the  anxiety  of  his  mird,  he  bad  been  wilting  a  long  reasoned 
letter  to  the  King  in  General  Giaham's  behalf.  He  mentioned 
this  circumstance  not  only  for  the  purppse  of  shewing  his  Royal 
llighness's  i-nweaiied  attention  to  the  good  oi  the  service  ;  but 
of  suggesting  the  manner  in  which  it  was  possible,  Mra. 
Clarke  might  on  some  occasions  have  obtained  her  informa- 
tion of  the  situation  and  prospects  of  individual  officers.  He 
sat  down  expressing  his  full  conviction,  that  the  House 
v  ould  adopt  the  resolution,  because  it  was  a  measure  of  jus- 
tice, and  negative  the  address,  because  it  was  a  measure  of  ob, 
struct  ion. 

i  Mi.  Barham  thought  at  that  late  hour,  (a  quarter  before 
thr('e)  the  Ilo,use  ought  to  adjourn — {A  ay  of  Go  on,  go'on*) 

Mr.  W.  Smith  rose  amid  loud  cues  of  4djourn,  adjourn, 
and  said,  that  in  the  few  observations  he  had  to  offer,  he, 
tvoald  be  as  bnef  as  possible,  touching  merely  upon  such 
points  as,  in  h's  conception,  the  forrrer  speakers  had  neg- 
lected. He  complimented  the  Honourable  Gentlemen  who 
who  had  just  sat  down,  upon  the  perspicuity  and  independence 
of  statement — it  had  done  him  honour.  He  also  paid,  what 
■he  thought,  a  just  tribute  of  applause  to  the  Honourable 
Mover  ot  this  question,  who,  as  he  had  all  the  lesponsibility," 
ought  to  have  all  the  credit.  He  was  well  aware,  that  in  the 
pi  esent  stage  of  their  proceedings,  from  the  agitation  of  the 
public  mind,  the  niost  severe  vote  which  the  house  could 
pass,  would  be  the  most  popular  {Hear,  hear)  ;  but  he  could 
not  be  led  by  even  the  popular  voice,  much  as  he  might  re- 
spect it,  and  ready  as  he  was  to  admit  an  acquiescence  in  the 
wishes  of  his  constituents. 

He  would  touch  upon  four  cases  which,  in  his  opinion,  were 
material  : — the  first  was  that-  of  the  note  which  had  been 
sa  much  the  subject  of  discussion  ;  he  was  well  convinced  of 
its  authenticity,  and  particulaily  noticed,  that  the  paper  on 
which  the  note  was  written  was  the  same  on  which  all  those  of 
the,  Duke  were  written,  while  it  differed  from  that  of  those  w  hich 
yvere  owned  by  Mrs.  Clarke.  The  second  point  was  the  case  of 
Carter,  and  this  he  should  not  have  noticed,  but  that  he  con- 
sidered it  leaving  aside  the  source  from  whence  the  piomotion 
emanated,  a  most  generous  act.  Had  he  met  the  circumstance 
abstractedly  in'any  book,  he  should  have  pronounced  it  such. 
The  third  case  was  that  of  Major  Tuinei  at>d  Mis.  Suther- 
land, and  this  he  touched  ononly  to  say  that  he  was  to  the  full 
a*  much  inclined  to  credit  the  evidence  of  Mrs,  Sutlieiland 
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as  ofMrs.  Claike.  The  fourth  case  was  that  of  Miss  Taylor  ; 
he  thought  her  most  cruelly  treated — the  cioss  examinations 
which  she,  an  unwilling  witness,,  was  made  to  enduie  most  un- 
•necessai  ily,  had  ainied  not  only  at  her  character,  but  at  her 
subsistence,  which  depended  upon  that  character.  He  here 
could  nothelp  deprecating  the  usual  mode  of  examination, 
even  of  the  most  eminent  m  the  ordinary  Courts  of  Justice, 
so  trying  to. the  feelings  of  a  witness. 

Be  now  came  to  the  main  point,  and  he  must  say,  he  could 
by  no  means  consider  the  Duke  of  York  guilty  of  a  paiticipa- 
tion  in  the  guilty  proceedings  which  had  come  to  light  ; 
lie  could  condemn  no  man  on  the  uncorroborated  testimony  of 
Mrs.  Claike,  he  acknowledged  her  talents,  and  he  held  her 
upas  an  instance  of  their  perversion.  Under  this  impression 
he  would  vote  for  the  amendment  proposed  by  the  Honour- 
able Gentleman  on  the  floor  *  as,  in  his  mind,  it  went  to 
acquit  the  royal  personage  of  a  knowledge  of  her  guilt  ; 
~hut  although  upon  the  testimony  of  those  two  witnesses,  un- 
supported, he  could  not  agree  to  inculpate  his  Royal  Highness 
on  any  charge  of  con  upt  concern  or  connivance  m  the  trans- 
action now  under  consideration,,  he  was  still  of  opinion  that 
the  existence  of  those  transactions  was  fully  made  out  under 
the  subsequent  testimonies  adduced,  and  that  it  was  impossi- 
ble for  the  House  to  shut  their  eyes  against  them. 

He  much  disapproved  of'the  mannei  adopted  by  some  Ho. 
nourabie  Gentlemen  in  ihe  cioss  examination  of  certain  wit- 
nesses, and  particula)]y  Miss  Taylor.  This  manner  of  cross, 
examination  towaids  w  itnesses  of  eveiy  description,  was  the 
reproach  of  our  Comes  of  Justice,  and  constantly  adopted 
by  gentlemen  of  the  bar,  on  the  plea  of  sifting  out  the  truth. 
Jivery  endeavour  was  used  in  such  cases  to  browbeat  witnes- 
ses, and  to  throw  odium  on  their  chatacters,  under  an  idea 
that  those  witnesses  were  never  again  to  be_seen;  and  this 
conduct  was  suffered  under  an  idea  that  it  was  protected  by 
the  court,  although  it  would  not  be  borne  in  any  other  place. 
But  though  this  might  be' the  case  m  a  Covin  of  justice, 
there  was  no  apology  for  it  in  the  case  of  Miss  Taylor,  es- 
pecially coming  fiom  those  who  having  under  then"  command, 
the  whole  body  of  tax-gatherers  and  police  officers,  had  in- 
numerable means  of  inquiring  into  the  reputation  oi  Miss  Tay. 
lor,  and  might  have  brought  hei  to  the  bar  day  after  day 
foi  reexamination.  They  might  have  sent  the  Collectors  of 
income-tax,  who  exercised  every  where  an  inquisitorial  vigi- 
lance ;  they  might  have  sent  Tcwnscnd,  Macmanvs,  or  any  other 
pi  the  Bow  street  officers  to  enqime  her  chaiacter  in  her 
neighbourhood,  without  the  necessity  of  outraging  cveiy  feel- 
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ing  of  fema'le  dehqacy  ja  such  a  cross  examiiiatipn  a*,  she  sus- 
tained aX  the  bar  to  discredit  her,  evidsnee.  But  from-  the 
testimony  of  this,  and  several  subsequent  witnesses,  and  the 
number  of  letters  which  had  been  produced,  it  was  impos- 
sible to,  doubt  the  existence  of  such  transactions  :  jthey  h««d<- 
l'y  rested  even  ' upon  these  proofs  ;  their  notoriety  was  in 
every  one's  mouth,  and  he  wa,-s  sony  they  made  impres- 
sions in  quarters  where  such  lmpressionsought  not  to  hav.e  been 
made  ;  otherwise,  how  could  it  happen  that  an  old  military 
officer  like  Captain  Tonyn,  the  son  of  an  o,ld<  general  of  high 
reputation  in  the  service,  should  Jiave  been  induced  to  apply 
for  military  promotion  to  Mrs.  Clarke,  instead  of  tlie^Cote- 
mander  in  Chief*  Bow  should  General  Clavering  be  left  to 
the  same  channel  of  application!  There  c6uld  not  be  a  dpubl 
that  tis  Royal  Highness  had  held  conversation  and  corre- 
spondence with  this  woman  upon  military  affairs,  which  he 
ought  not  to  have  done  ;  and  this  being  the  case,  it  was  im- 
possible the  House,  as  the  Grand  In<;  .es>t  of  the  Nation* 
could!  In  consistency  with  the  dignity  oi  its  own  character, 
pass  by  the  proofs  befoie  them  without  expressing  some  cen» 
sure  upon  such  transactions.  ,  _  ' 

Feeling  this  Xo  be  the  case,  he  must  consider  the  original 
address  (by  Mr.  Wardle)  fully  justified;  and  could  not  *gree 
with  that  proposed  by  the  Right  Honourable  Gentleman* 
which  must  be  considered  by  the  moderate, and  rational  part 
of  the  people  out  of  doors  (he  did  not  mean  the -heated  mul- 
titude) and  by  posterity,  a  piece  of  timid  adulation,-  M  if 
they  were  afraid  to  speak  their  honest  sentiments,,  and  dafeVi 
not  offer  tKe  Vitter  draught  of  censure  without  .palliating  it 
by  so  much  sweet  as  to  render  it  palatable.  He  would  ask, 
would  the  House  of  Commons,  after  all  the  proofs  it  had 
heard,  instead  of  censure,  vote  an  Address,  which  was  an  echo 
to  the  letter  of  the  party  accused,  to  say  nothing  of  the  in- 
terference of  that  letter  with  therr  privileges  and  proceedings  i 
With  respect  to  the  immorality  of  those  transactions,  had  it 
been  confined  to  thepiivate  conduct  of  the  Royal  Duke,ha  fqr 
one  should  have  thought  any  interference  on  the  part  of,  the 
House  wholly  improper;  but  when  it  extended  to  public 
concerns,  and  to  the  honour  and  well  being  of  the  army,  the 
case  was  quite  different,  and  the  House  should  not  pass  it 

unnoticed.  It  was  for  the  happiness  and  security  of  the,  country 
that  a  censorial  power  should  exist  somewhere,  to  controul  the 

public  conduct  of  public  men.  The  standard  of  molality  was" 
most  materially  connected  with  the  happiness,  the  well-being, 
and  prosperity  of  their  country,  and  every  thing  dear.to  its  in- 
habitants, more  especially  at  a  period  when  we  saw  so  many 
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thrones  in  Europe  overturned,  principally  through  the  vices 
of  Governments.  He  was  convinced  from  historical  evidence 
thtrt  millions  "of  "the.  people  of  this  country  would  rather  have 
stood  up  for  Oliver  Cromwell,  even  under  the  semblance  of 
morality,  than  for  the  Monarch  who  succeeded  him,  had 
they  been  aware  of  the  vices  of  his  reign  ;  and  he  was  con- 
fident the  brother  and  successor  of  that  Monarch  owed  the 
loss  iof  t  his  Crown,  more  to   the  vices  of  his  family  than 
any  other  cause.    His  own  political  opinions,  he  said,  had 
been  too  often  evinced  in  that  House  in  the  last  twenty  year* 
to  require  from  him  any  profession  now.    He  had  fiequent 
occasions  to  condemn  many  and  disastrous  political  events, 
which   had   occurred  lin   this  country,   in    present  reign, 
and  particularly  about  the  period  of  the  the  French  Revolu- 
tion, and  he  was  confident  that  the  monarch  of  this  country, 
at  that  eventful  period,  was  more  indebted  for  the  security 
,-of  his  Crown  to  |the  eminent  and  exemplary  virtues  thai 
have  through  life  adorned  his  private  character,  than  to  any 
ether  cause ;  for  the  people,  under  every   difficulty,  were 
satisfied  to  rest  under  the  aichof  the  "Constitution,  where 
they  found  the  keystone  sound.     Having  now  deliveied  his 
sentiments  fuily  on  this  subject,  he  thanked  the  House  for 
their  indulgence,  and  left  them  to  adopt  their  own  decision. 
Adjourned  at  four  o'clock  in  the  morning  to 

Monday,  March  13. 
The  order  of  the  Day  for  renewing  the  adjourned  debate 
being  read — 

Mr.CuswEN  saidhe  had  a  letter  to  read  from  a  very  respect- 
able officer,  well  known  to  an  Honourable  General  opposite, 
which  letter  he  hoped  the  indulgence  of  the  House  would  per- 
mit him  to  read.  He  then  proceeded  to  read — "  Captain 
<'  Spedding  cannot  help  expressing  his  deepest  concern  to  find 
that  his -name  has  been  introduced" — 

Mr.  WhiTBREAD  suggested  to  his  Honourable  Friend  the 
propriety  ot  deferring  reading  the  letter  to  another  and  a  better 
opportunity.  The  letter  would  in  the  mean  time  be  safe  in 
his  possession.    To  this  Mr.  Curwen  acceded. 

The  Secretary  at  War,  rose  to  oppose  the  address 
moved  by  the  Honourable  Gentlemen*  who1  had  declared 
"  that  although  no  charge  of  corruption  had  been  established 
"  against  his  Royal  Highness,  yet  that  the  House  had  been 
"put  in  possession  of  facts  sufficient  to  induce  them  to  be- 
"  lieve  that  his  Royal  Highness  must  have  entertained  a  suspi- 
"  cion  of  the  abuses  that  existed  ;  and  consequently  that  it  was 
"  their  duty  to  agree  to  a  proposition,  the  tendency  of  "which 
"was,  t«  deprive  him  of  the  command  of  the  army."  He 
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felt  his  task  considerably  lightened  by  the  conviction,  that  a 
great  majority  of  that  House  placed  ijo  reliance  whatever  on  the 
testimony  of  Mrs.  Clarke. — (A  partial  cry  of  no,  no  I  and  very 
generally  of  hear,  hear  !) — At  least  such  was  his  understanding  of 
the  opinion  of  the,  greater  part,  of  those  with  whom  he  had  the 
honour  to  communicate.  If  it  were  not  so,  if  the  testimony  of 
Mis. Clarke  were  to  be  credited,  there  could  be  no  question  but 
that  his  Royal  Highness  must  be  immediately  condemned  ;  but 
he  was  firmly  of  opinion,  that  in  the  most  material  parts  of  her 
evidence,  Mrs.  Clarke  was  di-sbelicved  by  a  great  majority 
of  that  House  ;  there  was  not  one  of  the  cases  that  had  been 
adduced  in  which rMrs.  Clarke  had  not  directly  contradicted 
herself. 

The  Honourable  Gentlemen,  on  the  other  side  maintained 
two  opinions,  either  that  the  Duke  of  York  had  himself  been 
guilty  of  corrupt  practices,  or  that  the  circumstances  were  so 
glaring  that  it  was  impossible  but  hemusthstve  suspected  their 
existence  in  others.  Both  these  positions  he  completely 
denied,  and  he  trusted  that  the  House  would  be  persuaded  his 
denial  was  not  founded  on  light  grounds.  To  shew  that  it 
was  not  so,  he  would  enter  into  an  examination  of  the  various 
cases  that  had  been  brought  forward.  And  first  with  re- 
spect to  that  of  the  exchange  between  Colonel  Brooke  and 
Colonel  Knight.  It  was  evident  in  this  instance,  that  Mis. 
Clarke's  object  was  to  procure  money,  by  pretending  that  the 
gazetting  of  that  exchange  was  ascubable  to  her  influence 
alone.  But  she  had  evinced  an  ignorance  of  the  usual  course 
of  such  proceedings,  which  in  his  mind  was  the  stiosigest 
proof  that  the  communication  between  her  and  his  Royal 
Highness  on  military  subjects  was  far  from  being  as  unre- 
served as  she  pretended.  Mis.  Clarke  observed  that  she  had 
made  the  application  to  the  Duke  of  York  two  or  three  days 
before  the  exchange  was  notified  in  the  Gazette.(  Now,  it  was 
well  known  to  those  who  were  conversant  with  the  details  of 
military  office,  that  a  much  longer  time  must  elapse  after  the 
approbation  of  the  Commander  m  Chief  was  expressed  of  any 
transaction  of  that  nature^  before  it  could  be  so  declared  to 
the  public  This  ignorance  on  the  part  of  Mrs.  Clarke  was 
by  no  means  reconcilable  with  the  profession  that  she  possessed 
that  undue  influence  over  his  Royal  Highness  which  had  been 
described  to  her  ;  for  in  that  case,  would  she  not  have  made 
it  her  business  to  render  herself  perfectly  conversant  in  all 
those  forms  and  details  of  office  by  which  her  object 
would  have  been  forwarded  ? 

He  took  this  opportunity,  as  he  was  speaking  of  official  busi- 
ness, to  defend  Colonel  Gordon  from  the  imputation  of  want 
of  candour,  which  had  been  thrown  upon  him  from  the  oppo- 
site side  of  the  House  ;  and  explained  m  a  very  satisfactory 
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spanner,  the  evidence  which  Colonel  Gordon  gave  at  the  bar, 
with  respect  to  the  visual  course  of  militaiy  exchanges  and 
promotions. 

As  to  Colonel  French's  levy,  which  was  stated  to  have  cost 
the  country  150,000!.  he  could  assure  the  house  that  it  never 
amounted  to  9,000!.  they  were  raised  upon  an  average  at  abeut 
forty  guineas  each  man  ;  and  when  it  was  eonsideied  that  his 
Royal  Highness  put  an  end  to  that  levy  in  the  way  he  did,  he 
believed  it  would  be  veiy  good  proof  that  Mrs  Clarke  had  no 
indirect  influence  over  his  mind  in  raatteis  of  a  military  natuiej 
when  it  was  reflected  that  by  the  dissolution  of  that  levy, 
she  lost,  by  her  own  account,  a  guinea  a  man,  for  every  man 
that  was  to  be  laised.  Respecting  the  ncto  delivered  in  by 
Sandon,  although  some  strong  opinions  were  delivered  as  to  its 
authenticity,  still,  however,  it  meant  either  so  little,  or  so 
much,  that  no  one  living  could  fix  with  certainty  the  real 
object  of  it,  and  therefore  it  would  be  too  much  to  fix  his 
Royal  Highness  with  the  charge  of  comrptidn  upon  an  un- 
intelligible scroll,  and  most  certainly  not  in  itself  sufficient  to 
go  the  length  of  proving  the  power  of  Mrs.  Cb'rke's  influence 
over  the  Duke.  After  passing  some  general  stnctures  on 
other  parts  of  the  evidence,  the  Right  Honourable  Secretary 
proceeded  to  notice  the  establishment  at  Gloucestei  P!  ce, 
and  he  jrgued  that  it  did  not  consist  of  such  a  retinue  as 
would  warrant  the  Noble  Tjord  *,  to  say  that  it  was  maintained 
at  an  exgpnce  of  i»,oool.  There  was  but  a  coachman  and  two 
footmen'jv  a  butler  and  an  under  butlei,  and  sometimes  an 
extra  man. Cook.  There  never  was  moie  than  one  cairiage, 
although;"tfeere  might  have  beeri  more  than  one  pair  of  horses, 
and  the  TOard  seivants  were  rather  limited,  in  number  than 
otherwise.-  It  therefore  could  not  be  contended  that  the  esta- 
blishment there  came  to  the  immense  sum  of  io,oool.  a  year: 
consequently  his  Royal  Highness  could  not  be  charged  with 
being  an  eye-witness  to  such  an  expenditure,  or  privy  to  the 
costly  expence  of  sulIi  an  establishment,  or  be  supposed  to 
connive  at  its  suppoit  by  conupt  and  foul  means.  The 
Right  Honourable  Gentleman  then  drew  a  compauson  of 
the  admirable  state  of  discipline  111  which  our  army  is  at 
present  to  that  in  which  it  was  when  he  first  took  the  com- 
mand, stated  this  to  be  the  result  of  his  activity  and  atten- 
tion, and  trusted  the  House  would  not,  by  their  vote,  deprive 
the  country  of  his  future  services 

Sir  Francis  Burdttt  observed,  that  he 'never  felt  more 
dlffisulty  than  he  did  in  then  using  to  peifoim  the  painful 
duty  he  owed  his  country.  After  the  ample  discussion  -he 
subject  had  undergone  it  would  be  unnecessary  for  him  to 
weaken  it  by  a  repetition  of  what  had  been  already  urged 
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with  so  much  point  ;  all,  therefore,  that  now  remained 
for  him  was,  to  draw  some  lesults  from  those  details— from 
facts  which  had  been  proved — from  the  commentaries -which, 
had  been  deemed  judicious,  and'  from  the  reasoning  that 
was  thought  conclusive;  in  liifeiring  those  results,  he 
weuld,  of  coiuse,  be  undeistood  to  state  merely  what  had 
been  their  effects  upon  his  own  mind,  and  in  placing  those 
effects  to  the  circumstances  that  produced  them,  he  would 
attempt  to  justify  the  impression  he  felt  upon  the  subject, and 
if  he  could  not  persuade  others  to  think  as  he  did,  he  did  not 
despair  of  bei.ig  able  to  give  good  reasons  why  he  thought 
so. 

In  the  first  place  he  thought  it  impossible  to  pas?  over  the 
extraordinary  system  of  conduct  pursued  by  the  Honourable 
Gentlemen  on  the  other  side. 

The  Chancelloi  of  the  Exchequer,  a  public  officer,  and 
the  King's  servant,  came  forward  and  volunteered  as  the  ad- 
vocate of  the  accused  ;  close  at  his  heels  followed  his  Majes- 
ty's Attorney  General,  after  him  his  Majesty's  Solicitor  Ge- 
neral, followed  by  a  host  of  crown  L  iwyirs  who  were  all 
marshalled  in  tei rible  array  against  the  TTonouiable  Gentle- 
man who  had  proposed  this  enquiry.  The  charges  had  beea 
scarcely  made,  when  his  Majesty's  public  officei  s  crowded  to 
range  themselves  at  the  side  ot  the  accused,  and  this  they  had 
not  done  as  Members  of  Parliament,  but  as  advocates  ,  they 
forgot  that  they  were  judges,  and  then  eagerness  to  plead 
so  far  outran  then  patience  to  hear,  that  they  appeared  anxi- 
ous to  defend,  before  they  could  be  possibly  competent  to 
decide.  ,  They  had  began  with  denying,  resisting,  and  extemu 
atmg,  when  they  ought  to  have  lecollected  that  they  would 
not  be  expected  to  judge  well,  unless  they  had  heaid  fair- 
ly. The  county  would  not  expect  that  men  who  had  refus- 
ed to  hear  with  patience  could  deteimine  with  justice.  It 
would  rather,  and  naturally,  be  led  to  suspect  that  such  men 
had  pieviously  made  up  their  minds — that  they  had  prejudg- 
ed the  cause,  and  had  entered  into  the  investigation  of  it  with 
a  stubborn  resolation  to  shut  their  ears  against  conviction 
(here  there  arose  a  mixed  cry  of  order !  order  I  hear!  heart)  He 
was  stating  what  impressions  such  conduct,  according  to  his 
view  of  it,  was  calculated  to  produce  ;  and  he  would  go  far- 
ther, and  avow,  that  such  had  been  its  effect.upon  his  mind  ; 
and  het could  not  help  obseiving  thus  fat  upon  the  extraordi-' 
nary  manner  in  which  an  'array  of  public  officers  had  set  out 
in  resisting  and  opposing  public  charges  before  they  could 
have  been  possibly  apprized  either  of  their  validity  orfahehood. 

With  respect  to  that  part  of  their  conduct  that  ielated  to 
the  Honourable  Member  with  whont  those  charges  had  origi- 
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nated,it  had  been  said  by  an  Honourable  Member  on  the  floor  ^ 
that  that  Honourable  Gentleman,  m  attempting  .the  ardu- 
ous duty  of  bunging  forth  his  charges,  had  embarked  in  a 
nairow  skiff  upon  a  tempestuous  sea  1  he  sea  might  have 
been  tempestuous,  and  foraught  he  (Sn  Fiancis)  knew,  the  skift" 
might  have  been  small,  but  however  violent  the  storm,  or 
however  small  the  size  of  the  vessel  in  which  he  had  embaik- 
ed,  the  Honourable  Gentleman  had  fixed  his  eye  steadily 
on  the  polar  star  oftiuth,  and  found  her  hallowed  influ- 
ence sufficient  to  light  him  thiough  the  penis  of  the  deep — 
thiough  the  angiy  conflicts  of  ihe  winds  and  the  w;>teis, 
and  to  jundehim  ultimately  to  the  haven  of  security  and  honour1 

In  coming  before  the  Representatives  of  the  People  to  com- 
plain of  a  sei les  of  CtTiupt  practices,  the  Honourable  Mem. 
bei ,  had  met  with  a  reception  as  ungracious  as  it  was  uniust  ; 
one  of  his  Majest) 's  Ministers  had  the  boldness  to  threaten 
him  with  infamy — this  threat  no,cioubt  had  been  administer- 
ed in  the  shape  of  a  dilemma,  the  infamy  was  to  attach  ei- 
thei  to  the  accused  01  to  the  .iccnser.  Did  it,  he  would  ask, 
lest  with  the  accuser  *  or  now  that  the  evidence  had  been 
gone  through,  that  e»'eiy  man  is  m  possession  of  the  merits 
of  the  case,  \i  as  there  any  doubt  m  ihebuast  ot  any  man 
that  that  Honouiable  Member  who  had  brought  foiwaid 
these  charges  had,  in  the  piosecution  of  them,  acquitted 
himself  ■with  frankness,  integuty,  and  honour5  (Hear' 
hear!  hear!)  This  being  the  case  then,  he  left  it  to  the 
Right  Honourable  Secietary  to  place  his  charge  of  infamy 
elsewheie,  or  if  he  had  any  difficulty  in  finding  a  fit  subject 
for  it,  he  had  better,  perhaps,  let  it  stay  where  it  is}  and  lest 
upon  "himself. — (4  laugh  ) 

Another  of  the  King's  ministers,  aftei  an  unv  eaned  assi- 
duity in  behalf  of  the  accused;  had  made  a  very  long  speech 
in  favour  of  the  absolute  acquittal  of  the  Duke  of  York — 
that  speech  had  extorted  piaise,  which  it  was  r.ot  foi  him  to 
censuie  as  injudicious,  but  he  did  confess  himself  at  a  loss 
to  know  what  pai  t  of  that  speech,  or  of  its  chaiacter,  had  any 
just  claim  to  approbation — it  could  not  be  its  candour,  for  never 
was  any  speech  more  uncandid— it  could  not4beits  fairness  ofrca- 
somng,  for  never  was  any  speech  moie  sophistical — it  could  not 
be  the  compiehensiveness  oi  its  views,  for  never  did  speech  takea 
moie  coiilni"'  view  or  any  question — it  could  not  be  its  im. 
pait)<hty,  for  it  was  altogether  on  one  side  and  leaning  to  one 
patty. — i'  coulxt  not  belts  accuracy,  for  it  omitted  many  things 
and  n  .stated  moie— it  could  not  be  its  piopriety,  for  instead 
ef  summing  as  a  Judge,  it  pleaded  as  an  advocate;  what  it 
Was,  theretoie,  that  constituted  the  superior  excellence  of 
that  speech  lie  left  to  those  who  had  bestowed  their  pranes 
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on  it  to  discover,  unless  that  it  will  be  contended  that  the 
character  of  advocate,  m  which  the  Righl  Honourable  Gen- 
tlema*  had  appealed  throughout  that  inquiry,  was  thepait 
which  moie  became  him,  in  that  case  he  would  be  willing 
to  acknowledge  that  as  a  professional  effort,,  as  the  speech  of 
an  advocate  anxious  on  behalf  of  his  client,  it  was  as  efficient 
a  defence  as  perhaps  such  a  case  could  possibly  admit  ot. 

When  he  looked  to  the  manner  in  which  the  advocates  for 
the  Duke  of  York  had  shut  out  from  their  consideration  every 
thing  that  made  against  him,  and  retained  with  scmpulous 
exactness  the  slightest  plea  Of  extenuation,  the  smallest  pre. 
tence  for  setting  ■  up  conjecture  against  proof,  he  could  not 
help  thinking,  that  some  unknown  and  extraordinary  circum- 
stance had  contributed  to  make  them  both  deaf  and  blind  ; 
he  must  either  believe  this,  or  believe  that  they  prejudged 
the  case,  and  had  exclujedifiom  then  minds  all  considerations 
arising  out  of  the  evidence.  WJiat  was  to  be  thought  of  his 
blindness  or  of  his  obstinacy,  who  could,  01  would  see  no  ray 
ro  guide  him  in  the  noon  day  light,"  asd  who,  yet,  would  af- 
terwards perversely  set  about  conjuring  light  ajsit  wete  out  of 
darkness  ;  And,  yet  no  less  absurd  was  the  conduct  of  those 
obstinately  resisting  eudence  confirmed,  beyond  a  doubt,  and 
then  balancing  then  incredulity  by  generously  believing  m  con- 
tradiction to  proof,  what  they  themselves  conjectured  to  be 
probable. 

Jt  had  been  attempted,  in  every  way  that  ingenuity  could 
point  out,  to  destroy  the  effect  of  Mrs.  Clarke's  testimony  ; 
she  had  to  stand  at  their  bar  under  thousands  of  disadvantages, 
to  undergo  the  most  painful  examination  that  ever  any  human 
being  had  suffered.  The  most  tuvial  as  v^ell  as  the  most 
trying  events,  from  her  ciadle  to  the  moment  whan  she  ap- 
peared at  their  bar,  were  brought  into  view,  to  harrass,  wound, 
and-perplex  her.- — At  first  these- attacks  appeared  to  have  their 
effect,  but  at  length,  upon  the  repetition  of  them,  she  mani- 
fested a  superiority  of  mind  that  exceeded  the  possibility  of'be- 
licf,  and  the  result,  was,  that  she  has  made  an  impiession  on 
the  House  that  can  never  be  forgotten,  and  that  too  of  a  very 
different  nature  from  that  which  the  advocateb  of  the  Royal 
Personage  expected.  When  Mrs.  Claike  first  stood  at  their 
bar,  he  confessed  that,  in  common  with  several  others,  who 
had  since  changed  their  sentiments  of  her,  he  paid  little  at- 
tention to  her,  at  least  he  did  not  consider  it  likely  that  any 
thing  important  would  come  out  on  their  enquiry,  but  in  pro- 
portion as  the  examination  continued,  conviction  began  to 
shew  jtself,  (Hear!  hear!)  and-  long  befort  it  finished  that 
conviction  was  most  completely  accomplished.  Trx  the  whole 
course  of  judicial  proceedings,  no  such  evidence  was  ever  given 
before  any  tribunal,  in  point  of  honest  open  ingenuousness 
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it  was  throughout  the  emanation  of  [Sure  simple  truth  ;  and 
what  rendeied  it  still  moie  remarkable,  was,  that  all  the 
Lawyers,  who  by  all  their  exertions  and  endeavours  to  entrap 
her,  in  the  course  of  that  evidence,  were  uniformly  foiled. 
(Hear1  and  cheering  almost  in  every  quarter  of  the  House.)  Even 
his  Majesty's  Attoiney  General,  how  often  was  his  system  and 
all  his  plans  of  cross  examining  defeated.  How  often  did  he 
get  entangled  in  his  own  toils.  But  it  had  been  stated,  that 
the  whole  of  hei  testimony  could  be  nothing  but  fabrication 
Good  God  1  (exclaimed  the  worthy  Baionet)  what  could 
possibly  be  farther  horn  system,  method  or  fabrication,  than 
the  testimony  of  Mrs.  Clarke  ?  The  chief  part  of  that  testi- 
mony was  that  which  was  elicited  from  her  by  Gentlemen  at 
the  other  side  of  the  House  ;  .the  most  part  of  it  by  the  Crown 
I  awyers.  Why,  there  was  not  a  thinking  man  in  that 
House,  that  would  not  sooner  have  expected  her  to  write 
such  a  tragedy  as  Macbeth,  than  to  plot,  form,  01  fabricate 
such  a  train  of  evidence,  such  damning  proofs  as  came  forth 
from  the  testimony  which  she  was  forced  to  produce. 

A  great  deal  more  than  appeared  to  him  to  be  necessary,had 
been  said  upon  the  nature  and  laws  of  evidence.  He  would 
make  upon  this  point  but  one  remaik.  One  general  rul«  of 
evidence,  with  which  every  one  was  acquainted,  was  that  in 
support  of  any  case  there  should  be  adduced  the  best  possible 
evidence  that  the  case  could  admit  of.  He  wished  them  to  ap- 
ply that  general  1  ule  to  the  question  now  before  them,  and  to 
say  whether  they  had  not  now  befoie  them  the  best  possible 
evidence  the  nature  of  the  case  did  admit  of  {Hear  !  hear  .')• 
Putting,  now,  out  of  the  question  the  credibility  of  the  wit- 
nesses, he  asked,  what  more  they  could  expect  to  have  heard 
on  those  charges  than  they  had  heard  already5  He  would  say 
for  Ins  part,  that  much  moie  had  come  out  than  he  thought 
would  or  could  possibly  have  been  proved.  Let  the  House 
consider,  that  all  evidence  must  necessarily  refer  to  the  nature 
of  the  case  ;  and  did  they  in  the  present  case  expect  to  have 
it  proved  that  the  money  had  been  actually  put  into  the  hands 
of  the  Duke  of  Yoik  ?  Impossible  i  Did  they  think,  that  if 
the  Duke  of  York  had  been  in  the  habit  of  those  corrupt  prac- 
tices, that  he  invited  witnesses  to  the  knowledge  of  them,  and 
held  grand  days  and  audiences  in  order  to  give  his  conuption 
notoriety  ?  Or,  would  he  not  rather  use  the  most  circumspect 
caution,  and  baffle  justice  by  preventing  the  possibibty  of  evi- 
dence ?  And  there  was  no  doubt  that,  in  some  degree,  the 
Duke  must  have  been  on  his  guard  ;  and  therefore  it  did 
appear  to  him,  that  the  evidence  they  had  before  them  was 
the  best  possible  evidence  they  could  have  had.  Indeed,  he 
must  say  again, -that  the  evidence  much  exceeded  his  expec- 
tation.   He  did  not  expect  that  it  would  have  been  possible  to 
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have  biought  home  the  charges  so  personally  to  the  Duke  ; 
and  that  it  was  possible,  he  could  attribute  only  to  a  cause 
it  gave  him  pain  to  mention — the  broad  and  open  shame  of  his 
Royal  Highness. 

The  defence  was  ill-judged  and  was  disgraceful  to  his  Royal 
Highness-.  The  Hon.  Baronet  then  observed  upon  the  pre- 
mises laid  down  by  the  Right  Hon.  Gentleman  with  respect 
to  the  discredit  which  ought  to  be.  affixed  on  Mrs.  Clarke's 
testimony  He  insisted  that  bei  evidence  was  fully  corrobora- 
ted by  that  of  Miss  Taylor;  and  although  it  was  to  be  recei- 
ved with  suspicion  at  first,  yet  the  subsequent  testimony  had 
fully  established  her  credit.  It  was  endeavoured  to  be  in- 
sinuated that  there  was  discordance  in  the  testimony,  because 
.-he  did  not  recollect  the  date  of  a  letter  which  had  been  pio- 
Juced.  But  how  would  that  appear'  Why,  if  there  was  the 
least  shadow  of  suspicion,  would  it  not  rather  be  feasible  that 
in  a  conspiracy,  the  parties  would  have  agreed  among  them- 
selves as  to  a  date  ?  With  respect  to  the  evidence  of  Miss 
Taylor,  it  had  been  altedged  by  the  Right  Honourable  Gen- 
tleman, that  her  evidence  ought  not  to  be  credited,  and 
no  one  knew  why,  for  he  had  not  given  any  reasons.  That 
part  of  her  evidence  in  which  she  declares  that  the  Duke  of 
Yoik  had  asked  Mrs.  Clarke,  "  How  did  he  beha-ve  to  vou, 
my  darling  ?"  And  he  contended  it  had  not  the  least  reference 
to  the  charge  of  corruption  ;  and  then  afterwards  atrenjpied  to 
explain  away  that  cucumstance  certainly  not  in  a  manner  to 
make  any  impression  on  the  Korse.  These  statements  of  the 
Learned  Gentleman  were  built  entuely  tipan  hypotheses  origi- 
nating^ out  of  that  ingenuity  on  which  he  had  been  compliment- 
ed. Henadlaid  outot  his  consideration  alltiutthere  was  to  direct 
the  judgment  of  the  House  in  coming  to  a  decision  upon  the 
question.  He  had  given  up  every  thing  that  «  as  tenable  in 
older  to  lay  hold  of  the  unsubstantial  :  he  had  given  up  that 
which  no  man  could  shut  his  eyes  against — he  meant  that  part 
of  her  evidence,  which  indeed  was  corroborated  by  thefest  of 
the  witnesses,  with  respect  to  hex-  influence  over  the  Comman- 
mander  in  Chief. — (Hear!  hear!) — ALeatned  Judge  too  had 
set  out  with  endeavouring  to  destroy  the  testimony  of  Mrs. 
Clarke,  but  he  had  failed.  Indeed,  the  course  of  proceeding 
adopted  by  His  Majesty's, Ministeis  fiom  the  first  moment  of 
her  appearance  at  the  Bar,  had  been  endeavouiing  to  hunt  out 
evidence  to  destroy  her  testimony.  Thi.y  had  endeavoured  to 
do  so,  with  the  assistance  o!  the  most  eminent  Solicitors  in 
toivn. — Mr.  Lowten  and  his^people  had  been  engaged  to  dis- 
cover any  thing  that  might  be  amiss  u\  the  character  of  Mrs. 
Claike  ;  they  had  hunted  the  town  over  and  had  disclosed  ali 
they  had  learned  ;  and  what  was  it  ! — Only  to  piove  that  she 
was  a  vvitness  entitled  to  credit  !  This  sort  ol  proceeding  was, 
he  must  say,  an  actot  lniustire 
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Thus  it  appeared  then,  that  the  defence  of  the  Right  Hob. 
Qentleman  went  to  supoott  the  accusation,  all  hts  ingenious 
hypotheses  fell  to  the  ground,  and  in  his  hands  "  trifles  light 
as  an,"  weie  convened  into  "  confirmations  strong."  A 
Member  en  the  floor,  who  had  taken  part  against  the  Du.ke, 
had  even  made  a  better  defence  for  him  when  he  acquitted  him 
of  the  chief  charge — a  corrupt  connivance. 

A  Le«rned  Judge  who  spoke  early  in  the  debate*  had  also 
tried  to  destroy  Mrs.  Clarke's  evidence  ;  but  after  saying 
she  was  guilty  of  twenty-eight  contiadictions,  nothing  was 
produced  against  her  but  her  situation  in  life.  Nothing  moie 
could  be  done  ;  and  the  House  must  consider  that  as  the  ex- 
tent of  the  impeachment  of  her  credibility,  when  they 
recollected  with  what  acumony  and  injustice  the  slightest  sub- 
jects had  been  seized,  whereon  to  shew  that  she  had  been 
guilty  of  contradictions.  There  was  an  essential  difference 
between  contradicting  other  witnesses  and  contradicting  her- 
self; the  latter  was  a  direct  falsehood,  while  in  the  foimer, 
such  as  in  the  contradiction  between  Mrs.  Clarke  and  Mr. 
Knight  on  a  matter  of  recollection  at  the  distance  of  four  years, 
the  one  was  as  positive  and  as  likely  to'  be'eorrect  as  the  other . 
Miss  Taylor  was  also  to  be  impeached,  because  she  did  not 
know  her  father  went  by  the  name  of  Chance,  although  hers 
was  the  most  complete  evidence  to  be  had  on  this  occasion. 
The  Right  Honourable  Gentleman  had  also  gone  through  the 
other  cases,  always  putting  aside  the  evidence,  and  building 
on  his  own  conjectures. 

There  was  another  Right  Honourable  Gentleman,  the  Mem- 
ber for  Cambridgeshire  ;f  but  befoie  he  came  to  him  he  must 
say  a  few  words  respecting  what  had  fallen  fiom  the  Attorney 
General.  His  reputation  for  ability,  as  a  lawyer,  was  so  high 
that  he  had  listened  to  his  obseivation  with  peculiar  attention 
From  him  he  had  at  least  expected  some  luminous  points  ;  but 
he  heard  nothing  of  the  kind'.  That  Right  Honourable  and 
Learned  Gentleman  seemed  to  be  completely  lost — a  encum- 
stance,  which  could  scarcely  have  happened  had  he  not  had  a 
very  bad  cause  to  advocate.  This  put  him  in  mind  of  an 
anecdote  of  the  late  Mr.  Dunning. — A  person  having  a  law-suit 
informed  him  that  his  cause  being  bad  he  thought  he  had  better 
be  assisted  by  able  counsel,  "  No,"  said  Mr.  Dunning,"  if  you 
have  a  very  bad  cause,  employ  the  worst  counsel  you  can  pos- 
sibly get  j  for  a  man  of  sense  is  so  hampered  with  a  bad  cause 
that  he  never  makes  any  thing  of  it.  -But  a  man  of  a  contrary 
description,  becomes  confused,  he  never  places  the  prominent 
parts  ©f  the  case  in  their  pioper  light,  and  having  great  zeal  at 
the  same  time  he  makes  a  shew  of  something  like  a  good  de- 
fente."    (A  laugh)    This  was  the  sitatiuon  of  the  Attorney 
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General  ;  he  was  a  good  counsel  employed  in  a  bad  cause,  and 
found  himself,  so  hampered,  that  he  was  forced  at  last  to  give 
it  up  altogether.  He  was  like  Christian  in  the  Pilgrim's  Pro- 
gress. He  plunged  forward  the  best  way  he  could,  till  he  got 
to  the  middle  of  the  Slough  of  Despond,  and  there  he  was  left 
sticking  fast  in  the  mud.  {A  laugh)  Finding  his  situation 
thus  hopeless,  he  ended  with  an  appeal  to  th»  compassionate 
feelings  of  the  House.  This  he'thought  by  no  means  a  time 
for  such  an  appeal.  But  it  was  of  importance  to  mark  the  cir- 
cumstance, because  it  afforded  another  proof  of  the  impossibi- 
lity of  making  out  any  thing  like  a  reasonable  defence  of 
the  Duke  of  York  against  the  fullness  of  the  evidence  now  on 
the  table. 

The  Right  Honouiable  Member  for  Cambridgeshire  did  not 
exactly  follow  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,?or  he  appear- 
ed ready  to  give  up  some  part  of  the  evidence  in  order  to  get 
at  the  rest.  But  still  he  evinced  a  disposition  to  view  every 
case,  in  that  partial  light  in  which  it  would  be  most 
favourable  to  the  Duke  of  York.  In  the  first  place, 
in  his  opinion,  the  evidence  was  the  woist  that  could  be 
produced;  and  as  to  the  God  bless  you  iiote,  he  had  no  doubt 
that  it  was  a  forgery.  But  the  evidence  to  prove  that  this 
note  was  genuine,  was  so  complete,  and  So  satisfactory  to  eveiy 
impartial  mind,  that  one  was  almost  forced  to  suspect  that  no 
reasoning  could  possibly  weigh  with  him  who  entei  tained  no 
doubt  ot  its  being  a  forgery,  to  view  the  case  in  any  other 
light,  than  that  in  which  he  had  regarded  it  at  the  commence- 
ment. Mrs.  Clarke  in  the  opinion  of  the  Right  Honourable 
Gentleman,  was  such  a  prodigy  ;  she  could  do  any  thing  she 
chose — A  mosi  miraculous  woman  1  and  yet,  what  had  she  made 
of  all  this  cleverness  ?  Had  she  raised  any  money  in  the  Duke's 
nanae-'f  Hear!  Hear!)  Far  from  it  This  vile  woman,this  harpy, 
as  she  was  called,  sought  no  money  but  for  honest  purposes;  she 
made  no  purse,  and  when  she  acquired  riioney,  it  appeared  that 
she  had  been  anxious  to  pay  the  poorer  people  their  bills,  and 
the  servants  their  wages.  She  had  come  to  the  bai,  under  such 
helpless  circumstances,  that  it  was  an  obvious  duty,  to  avoid, 
with  respect  to  her,  whatever  might  have  the  appearance  of  un- 
fairness." The  House  had  commonly  been  So  sensible  of  the 
unprotected  situation  of  people  of  this  kind,  that  it  was  a  ge- 
neral  maxim  to  behave  to  them  with  all  possible  kindness. — 
This  had  been  forgot  in  the  present  instance,  and  the  argu- 
ment used  with  lespect  to  this  witness  by  the  Right  Honoura- 
ble Gentleman  would  lead  the  House,  he  was  persuaded,  to  a 
conclusion  contrary  to  justice — and  even  force  it,  if  the  princi- 
ple should  be""  invariably  acted  upon,  to  compromise  in 
many  cases  the  cause  of  justice  altogether.  The  Right  Honour- 
able Gentleman  had  also  argued  from  the  consequences  that 
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would  -attend  conviction.  He-did  not  by  any.  means  coincide 
with  him  as.,to  the  consequences  ;  but  be  that  as  it  might, 
it  was  his  duty,  and  that  of  every  membei  of  the  House,-to 
lay- the  consequences  aside  in  the  mean  time,  and  to  decide 
from  the  honest  convictions  of  their  own  mind  upon  a  full 
and  impartial  view  of  the  evidence. 

Itwasa  little  surprising  that  those  who  disbelieved  "Mrs. 
Glaike,  did  not  also  lemark  on  the  part  which  all  those  who 
had  come  forwaid  to  disci  edit  her  had  played — not  one  who 
ha4  tried  to  invalidate  her  testimony,  but  had  done  so  to  his 
own  confusion  (Hear  I  hear  I)  \  not  one  of  tltem  that  had  not 
rather  discredited  themselves  than  her,  to  whom  they  had 
avowedly  come  to  attach  suspicion.  Her -method  of  answering 
on  her  cross-exajnination  at  once  evinced  her  innocence  :  she 
gave  answers  7which  she  must  have 'known  would  have  led 
to  a  further  interrogation,  and  of  course  te  a  moie  full 
elucidation  of  the  truth.  Thus  she  made  a  statement  which 
she  told  us,  Donovan  was ,  prepared  to  deny  ;  the  fact  proved 
so;  he  did  deny  it,  and  his  denial,  like  that  of  all  the  rest 
ultimately  tended  to  his  own:  humiliation.  JJe had  remarked 
thus  much  upon  the  evidence  of  Mrs.  Clarke,  and  he  had 
done  so,  because  he  thought  justice  should  be  rendeied  equally 
to  all. 

Theie  was  more  evidence,  the  honourableBaronet  observed, 
on  each  of  these  teases  than  would  be  sufficient  in  any  crimi- 
nal couitin  the  kingdom,  to  lonvict  a  man  for  minor  offen- 
ces, and  when  oral  evidence  and  circumstances  ,here  agreed  as 
they  did, he  did  not,  could  not  see  how  honest  upiight  men 
could  shut  their  eyes  or  their  ears  against  it.  But  to  see 
and  hear  legal  men  act  and  speak  as  they  did  on  many  occa- 
sions there,  and  especially  m  the  case  now  agitating,  induced 
him  to  think  that  they  lost  all  the  faculties  of  their  profession 
when  thev  came  within  these  walls.  The  Attorney  General 
he  believed,  thought  that  in  Mrs.  Clarke  he  had  a  Witch  at 
the  bar,  or  a  Maid  of  Orleans,  \v  ho  bad  put  all  the  faculties, 
gleas,  and  rejoinders,  of  the  Gentlemen  of  the  Lotig  Robe  to  the 
rout  j  and  it  would  seem  that  truth  to  lawyers  was  like  the 
red  rag  to  J;he  viper,  it  extracted  the  poison  from  them. 
Upon  the  whole,  then,  when  he  adverted  to  the  document* 
before  him,  that  could  not  err,  he  was  of  opinion  tnit  they 
went  to  the  full  extent  of  bringing  conviction  on  the  most 
prominent  of  th«  charges.  It  wasapamful  tiling  to  say  tha  t  the 
House  has  the  t)uke  of  York's  honour  to  set  up  against  the 
body  of  evidence  before  them;, the  honour  of  a  Prince,  it  is 
true  ;  but  then  there  was  the  honour  of  the  House  of  Commons, 
and  the  welfare  as  well  as  thehappiness.of  the  people,  on  the  other 
side.  It"  was  the  honour  of  the  Duke  contrasted  with  the 
conscience  of  the  House. 
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The  i'oamiraMe  aaJ.  learned  Gentleman*  bsii  r*id,  that 
!te  ander-stood  from  the  Duke  of'  York,  that  he  nfever  cor- 
responded with  Mrs.  Clarke  on  military  matters.  She  said  be 
did,  and  her  testimony  was  confirmed  by  the  documents  on  the 
table.  Yet  the  Honourable  and  Learned  Gentleman  could  not 
comprehend,  how  the  Duke  of  York  should  have  corresponded 
with  Mrs.  Clarke  on  these  subjects,  because  it  was  contrary  to 
common  sense.  Why  the  whole  of  the  conduct  of  the  Duke  of 
York  m  this  business,"  was  contrary  to  common  sense.  (Hear\< 
hear  I  hear  !)  and  would  have  appeared  incredible,  had  it  no  ee*. 
fpr  the.  rorapiete  proof,  which  could  leave  no  doubt  of  the  fact, 
upon  any  impartial  miud.  Tne  Honourable  Baronet  then  adverted 
to  the  evidence  of  Colonel  Gordon,  which  had  been  spoken  of  in 
terms  of  such  high  admiration  :  it  had  been,  called  an  able  evi- 
dence ;  bat  for  his  part,  he  was  unable  to  comprehend  what  was 
meant  by  an  able  evidence;  he. could  not  see  wha-t  was  required 
from  an  evidence  except  truth,  and  he  could  not  see  either  how 
telling  truth  constituted  ability.  Even  in  this  able  evidence,  how- 
ever,'a  flaw  might  be  discovered,  if  scrutinized  by  the  ingenuity 
which  had  inspected  Mrs.  Clarke's:  thus  Colonel  Gordon  had 
stated  what  he  had  called  an  invariable  cuslorri,  and  in  a  tittle  after 
it  appeared  this  invariable  custom,  had  many  exceptions.  Wa§ 
not  this  a  glaring  inconsistency  ?  and  yet  this  was  tbe  grand  stalk- 
ing-horse which  was  put  forward  on  every  occasion.  The  more 
the  evidence  of  Mrs.  Clarke  was  silled,  and  contrasted  with  that  of 
the  other  witnesses,  the  more  perhaps  those  who  were  inclined  to 
condemn  her  would  mitigate  their  severity. 

Colonel  Gordon's  testimony  had  been  relied  upon  as  contra- 
dicting that  of  Mrs.  Claske,  he  had  declared  every  thing  to  have 
been  conducted  according  to  the  mles  of  office,  and  to  shew  this 
he  h<d  brought  a  red  box  with  a  gieat  bundle  of  papers.  But 
all  this  was  perfectly  consistent  with  the  evidence  of  Mrs.  Clarke. 
This  official  coiiectness  had,  it  was  true,  been  always  attended  to, 
but  it  was  a  visor,  a  nose  of  wax,  employed  as  aeover  for  these 
corrupt  practices.  Mrs.  Clarke  had  never-denied  all  this  regularity 
and  correctness,  but  on  the  contrary,  had  always  insisted  upon 
Us  necessity.  As  to  the  case  of  feamuel  Carter,  this  had  been  con- 
suleied  as  a  set  off.  It  afforded  a  topic  for  expatiating  upon  the 
humanity  and  the  regard  to  merit  displayed  by  his  Royal  High- 
ness. But  if  there  was  any  praise  due  at  all  in  this  case,  it  be- 
longed not  to  the  Duke  of  York,  but  to  Mrs.  Clarke,  while  all 
the  discredit  rested  with  his  lloyal  Highness.  The  use  which  he 
thought  ought  to  be  made  of  this,  therefore  was  to  diminish  the 
bad  opinion  which  might  at  first  be  conceived  of  a  person  in  Mrs. 
Clarke's  situation. 
We  then  ccme  to  a  case  which  had  been  stated  as  having  no- 
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■filing  to  Jo  with  the  subject  under  discussion,  lie  meant  that  of 
Dr.'O'Mcara. — This  they  said,  had  nothing  to  do  with  military 
promotions. — Why,  so  much  the  woi  se.  What  setose  of  propriety 
could  the  Duke  of  York  have  when  he  corresponded  with  Mrs. 
Clarke  on  such  a  subject  as  this'?  and  what  a  picture  did  this  iriau 
■exhibit .'  What  a  picture  of  profligacy  !  He  who  had  preached  before 
Hie  Royal  Family  against  "  adultery,  fornication,  and  all  the  other 
"  deadly  sins!"  (A  loud  cry  of  hear !  hear!) — If  the  Advocates 
of  the  Duke  of  York  had  not  endeavoured  to  make  the  separa- 
tion between  this  and  the  other  cases,  they  might  have  spared 
him  the  pain  of  making  that  observation.  This  case  bore  as 
heavy  on  !he  Duke  of  York,  as  any  other  whatever. 

The  case  of  Major  Shaw's  application,  had  been  represented  as 
if  it  did  not  deserve  to  be  thought  of.    A  Learned  Gentleman,  he 
©light  perhaps  rather  to  have  called  him  now  the  Right  Honourable 
Gentleman  *  but  ho  had  so  long  known  him  under  merely  the  for- 
mer appellation,  that  it  came  to  him  more  naturally — a  Right 
Honourable  Gentleman  had  said,  that  in  this  case  there  was  no 
proof  whatever  of  Mrs.  Clarke's  influence.    He  would  not  at  pre-  - 
sent  enter  into  qny  particular  examination  of  it ;  but  it  certainly 
shewed  the  general,  the  widely  extended  feeling  and  belief  in  the 
army,  that  piomotions  were  to  be  obtained  by  such  dishonourable 
means,  {Hear  !  Hear .')  and  certainly  nothing  could  be  more  pie- 
judicial  to  the  interests  of  the  seivice,  than  the  prevalence  of  such 
an  opinion,  that  rank  was  not  meiely  the  reward  of  merit  and 
exertion,  but  might  be  obtained  by  far  different  means,  however 
base  and  discreditable  {Hear!  Hear!)     An   Honourable  and 
learned  Genllemant  at  the  commencement  of  the  busme<s,  did 
make  a  strong  statement  in  contradiction  of  all  such  transactions 
as  were  then  charged  against  his  Hojal  Highness,  on  the  ground 
of  his  being  most  intimately  acquainted  with  all  his  pecuniai)  af- 
fairs', and  this  statement  had  at  the  time  almost  removed  Irom 
his  mind  the  prejudice  against  his  Royal  Highness  which  the»e 
charges  were  calculated  to  produce.    But  the  Learned  Gentleman 
had  given  us  the  gloss  before  the  text,  and  he  contended  that 
even  to  the  evidence  of  that  Learned  Gentleman  there  were  some 
inconsistencies^,  which  without  imputing  to  him  the  least  wish  to 
deceive,  would  hardly  admit  of  being  fully  leconciled.  When 
we  saw  these  inaccuiacies  even  in  the  evidence  of  members  of 
iha't  House,  acquainted  with  business,  so  learned  in  the  affa  rs  of 
the  world,  it  was  a  little  hard  to  sweep  awaj  the  evidence  of  the 
pi  incipal  w  ltness  at  the  bar,  as  a  Right  Honourable  Gentleman 
flad  coatended  should  be  done,  on  account  of  a  few  inconsistencies, 
tot  Which,  so  ujauy  allowances  were  to  be  made,  on  account  of  the 
length  of  her  examinations,  and  the  variety  of  details  into  which 
site  was  n&essarity  led. 
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The  Honourable  Baronet  next  observed,  that  tfie  Secretary  aS 
War  had  made  nothing  of  the  case  of  Major  Turner.  There  was  no> 
excuse  for  the  Duke  of  York  here.  Mr?.  Sutherland  wrote  "  that 
"she  hoped  his  Royal  Highness  would  not  refuse  her  such  a 
"trifle  as  that."  And  it  followed  when  she  called  it  a  trifle  to 
interfere  with  the  resignation  of  an  officer,  that  she  had  been  in 
the  habit  of  interfering  in  military  matters  of  much  higher  im-' 
parlance.  What  she  meant  by  calling  this  a  trifle,  he  knew  not r 
but  if  the  officers  of  the  army  were  liable  to  be  harassed  or  ruined 
by  such  a  character  as  this,  he  must  say  that  their  situation  could 
not  be  considered  enviable.  Subsequent  to  this,  he  wrote  a  letter 
lull  of  indignation  at  the  treatment  he  had  received,  and  inch  as 
might  naturally  hive  been  expected  from  a  pin  m  hi?  circum- 
stances; and  he  absolutely  threatened  the  Duke  of  York  with  an 
exposure  in  the  maimer  of  Majjr  Hojran.  The  complaint 
against  hira  was,  that  he  had  behaved  ill  to  a  lady  ;  what  this  had 
to  do  with  his  military  duty  he  df)  not  know,  but  he  well  knew 
that  the  house  was  not  the  exact  place  where  nzance  ought  to- 
betaken  of  the  conduct  of  officers  with  regard  to  ladies.  He 
should  have  thoughc  too,  that  the  Duke  of  York,  was  not  the 
person  to  set  himself  up  as  a  rigid  moralist  <a  that  way.  What 
had  been  his  conduct  to  the  woman  who  had  jppeajedat  the  bar  > 
ho  separated  from  her,  not  certainly  for  [ia\m«  laVen  money  for 
comnn  s'oas.  His  excessive  love  for  her  was  the  only  circumstanca 
that  could  have  at  all  extenuated  his  offence,  and  yet  it  appealed 
trial  she  was  shaken  oft  like  an,  old  shor,aiid  threatened  withmfamy. 
AVhy,it  makes  one's  blood  run  cold  but  to  think  of  it!  to  think  of  I119. 
trying  to  render  infamous  the  woman  for  whom  he  had  expressed 
such  love  !  to  think  of  the  message  which  he  had  the  hardihood 
to  send  her! — -a  message  too  which  must  have  been  true,  be- 
cause the  Duke's  partisans  had  il  in  their  power  to  call  the  mes- 
senger *  to  the  bar  to  deny  it ;  and  yet  they  did  not.  Why,  what 
a  picture  does  this  woman  piesent  U>  us,  e\cn  when  contrasted 
with  the"  honour  of  a  prince!"  Alas,  what  a  melancholy  com- 
parison !  She  demanding  her  aimu'ty  only  to  pay  the  debts  she 
had  contracted  under  his  protection,  and  he  refusing  even  that 
paltry  pittance,  because  she  could  not  produce  his  bond  for  it  ! 
There,  s  tid  Sir  Fiancis,  there  is  "  the  honour  of  a  Fiinc6"  for  you  J 
{Loud  ctiei  of  Hear  .'  hear  .')  — If  this  was  honour,  it  was  a  sort  of 
honour  which  scarcely  mcludedthe  ingiedients  of  honesty  and  fair 
dealing,  and  which  could  not  weigh  a  feather  in  opposition  to 
the  evidence  before  the  House. 
There-  was  another  case  which  had  nothing  to  do  with  those 
'ladies,  but  which  was  of  great  importance— he  meant  the  case  of 
Kennel.  'From  this  it  appeared  that  the  Duke  df  York  was  ac- 
tuated by  a  greedy  desire  ot  getting  money  almost  by  any  means 
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imcf  accordingly  imderSook  to'reeornmend  a  fraudulent  brukrept 
Jo  an' office  upder -government  for  the  sake  of  a  Joan.  Here  be 
touMvn<it  help  saying  a  few  word*,  on  the  subject  of  corruption , 
The  Right  Honourable  the  Chancellor  of  the  Excheo.uer  seemed 
to  consider  cotfuption as  synonymous' with  the  actual  taking  of 
Ki'onev  for  improper  purposes ;  and,  with  this  idea  in  his  mind, 
he  said  that  corruption  was  net  so  prevalent  in  our  da) s  asm 
former  iirjie^.  He  thought  the  golden  age  was  returned ; 
and  that  wiih  respect  !o  corruption,  our  days  might  be  consider- 
ed as  a  "  Paiadise  regained."  Whafdid  the  Honomab'e  Gentle- 
man think  of  the  multitude  of  offices  at  the  disposal  ot  ministers 
and  their  middlings ;  the  colonial  places;  the  situations  ciealcd 
!))  the  increase  of  liie  various  establishments  in  the  country,  and 
fie  immense  amount  of  ihetases  *  Ot  the  taxes  •which  had  n>eu 
to  such  a  height,  that  men  looked  up  to  government  in  order  to 
£e,t  back  a  part  pi  their  own.  By  the  reduction  of  their  incomes 
men  were  first  driven  to  mendicity,  and  then  bribed  with  their  own 
money.  To  be  sure  that  time  was  not  seturned  in  which  our  foie- 
f  libers  were  so  very  eorrupi  that  membeis  sometimes  took  a  bribe 
of  iise  hundred  guineas  on  the  lobby  ot  the  bouse  tq  give  a  vote, 
nor  were  we  returned  to  that  period  when,  at  the  table  of  theSpeak- 
er,  it  was  usual  to  find  under  the  plates  of  the  members  a  sum  of 
money  as  the  price  of  their  cupidity. — (Hear !  Hear .') — No  that  w  as 
Hot  the  species  of  corruption  which  at  present  was  carrying  on.  He 
Visited  to  God  it  was  now  as  open,  as  palpable,  and  as  base  ;  then  in- 
*!eed  the  people  might  be  aware  of  their  representatives. — {Loud 
trieiof  Bear,  hear.)  Con  Option  was  now  gilded  with  the  name  of 
office,  which  was  greedily  snatched  at  by  him  who,  as  the  Eight 
Boiiourable  Gentleman  had  observed,  would  be  ashamed  to  take 
iBe  .value  of  ready  money  into  his  hand — (Bear  !  hear !)  The 
Duke  of  York  certainly  did  not,  when  acting  corruptly,  take  so 
jpany  guineas  in  hand.  This  was  too  gross  Tor  the  times,  espe- 
cially when  corruption  could  be  so  easily  gilded.  Corruption 
Tiad  no  necessary  connection  with  money — conuption  consisted 
In  the  corrupt  motive  in  swaying  the  mind  from  truth  and  jus- 
tice. The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  therefore  might  say, 
♦hatthere  was  less  of  open  bribery  m  our  days  than  in  former 
times — but  he  seemed  entirely  to  misconceive  the  meaning  of  the 
term,  when  he  said  iheie  was  less  corruption. 

"The  additional  circumstance  to  shew  the  connection  between 
the  Duke  of  York  and  Mrs.  Claske  in  their  money  transactions, 
the  Honourable  Baronet  observed,  that  her  Solicitor,  Mr.  Conine, 
was  found  endeavouring  to  raise  money  for  his  Royal  Highness, 
A  loan  also  had1  been  proposed  by  Colonel  Fiench  ;'  and  in  short, 
in  several  instances  the  same  feature  appeared — a  constant  want  of 
pecuniary  rehef,  all  which  served  to  give  weight  to  the  evidence 
which  would  have  been  sufficient  without  that  circumstance  to 
prove  corruption,  or  a  connivance  at  corruption,   against  h  s 
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Hoyal  Highness.  So  strong,  then,  were  all  thes?  cases,,  tint ,  any 
one  of  th^m  was  sufficient  lor  conviction  upon  the  evidence  taken 
?t  the  bajv  coupled  with  the  documents,  which  stood  ummpeach- 
ed.  The  House  had  satisfactory  evidence  on  these  charges,  and 
more  than  would  be  required  in  ordinary  cases,  In  those  cases 
where  humbler  subjects  were  concerned,  the  force  of  circumstances 
produced  in  the  minds  of  our  lawyers  conviction  strong  as  proof 
of  holy-writ,  though  these  only  came  in  aid  of  spies  and  common 
informers.  But  how  different  was  their  language  here  where  the 
Duke  ot  York  Was  concerned  '  Where  they  talked  of  strong  cir- 
cumstances, in  order"  to  produce  conviction.  Here  in  order  to 
defend  a  subject  of  the  highest  rank  they  passed  over,  not  only 
the  strongest  circumstances,  but  the  most  irres^tible  testimony. 
Since  the  bill  for  the  exclusion  of  the  Duke  of  York,  from  the- 
succession  in  the  reign  of  Charles  the  II.  a  more  important  case 
than  this  had  never  come  before  parliament.  The  case  was  not 
solely  that  of  the  Duke  of  York,  it  was  that  of  the  justice  of  Eng- 
land, and  the  decision  would  be  a  test  whether  Umre  did  exist  any 
justice  in  England. 

Much  was  said  of  the  honour  of  a  prince.    We  talked  of  tife- 
honour  of  the  king,  who  was  the  fountain  of  justices  much  had. 
been  said  of  the  honour  ot  the  Duke  of  Yoik.    He  would  con- 
trast with  that  the  honour  of  the  witness  who  had  been  at 
the  Bar*  ;  all  that  had  been  done  with  a  view  to  discredit  her 
testimony  had  only  reflected  upon  those  who  made  the  attempt., 
like  Babk,  they  had  s<nuched  for  those  who  would  curse  her,, 
and  the  result  had  only  been  a  blessing,    It  was  said  that  she  had: 
passed  as  a  gay  modem  widow;  and  it  did  not  signify  a  straw  whe- 
ther she  had  or  not.    The  witness,  Few,  brought  an  action  against 
her,  and  was  foiled.    He  placarded  her  afterwards  through  the 
streets ;  and  vet?th'is  revengeiul  woman,  who  had  no  honour,  paid 
the  debt  a;jd  costs,  although  under  no  obligation  to  do  so  ! ! 
This  yjai  honour  ;  and  he  w.shed  that  a  parallel  instance  could  be 
pioduced  m  behalf  of  the  Duke  of  York. 

The  advocates  of  the  Duke  of  York  finding  the  evidence  so 
complexly  against  them,  had  fallen  into  the  last  reserve  of  a  bad 
cause— an  appeal  to  general  character.  On  that  point,  however, 
l  a  doubted  they  wcuk!  fail,  as  in  every  thing  else.  But  the  ho- 
nonr  of  the  Duke  of  York  was  the  answer  to  all  this !  That  ho- 
nour now  arose  like  Bauquo's  ghost,  (with  twenty  mortal  gashes 
on  his  head)— and  under  these  humiliating  circumstances  it  was 
impossible  his  Royal  Higha'tss  could  maintain  his  post. 

Kut  hero  Gentlemen  had  to  do  with  nothing  but  the  evidence — 
for  on  that  alone  they  were  tailed  upon  to  decide.  Many  had  heed 
the  warnings  which  the  Holism  had  received  against  popular  in- 
fluence. It  might  be  unparliamentary  to  say,  that  .lie  House 
could  be  swayed  by  any  undue  influence — but  of  all  influence  that 
«ould  possibly  operate,  that  of  the  people  he.  believed  was  the  ls&. 
*  Mrs  Claike. 
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to  be  feared.  There  were  indeed,  other  kinds  of  influence,  which 
would  weigh  more  with  ordinary  men,  althoagh  they  could  not 
he  supposed  to  have  any  effect  on  tile  minds  of  Members  of  Par- 
liament. But  the  anxiety  in  the  public  min'd  was,  that  thedeci- 
sion  'should  iie  just.  The  people  of  England  had  always  been 
remarkable  for  their  love  of  justice,  and  justice  alone  was 
what,  they,  required.  If  their  minds  were  divested  of  the  opi- 
nion of  the  prevalence  of  undue  influence  in  that  House,  the  de- 
cision would  readily  be  received  as  just,  whether  for  or  against 
the  Dtikc  ot  York.  If  the  House  wished  completely  to  convince 
the  people 'of  their  determination  to  do  juslice,'he  knew  one  way 
of  doing  so,;  and  if  all  the  Gentlemen  who  sat  on  the  Treasury 
Bench,  allwhoha\e  any  emoluments  under  the  Crown,  were  to 
walk  out  of  the  House  at  the  tune  when  the  division  took  place, 
and  leave  i,t  to  the  vote,  whatcvei  that  decision  might  be,  he  was 
convinced  the  people  would  be  satisfied.    (Hear  Shear!) 

,Tbe,  Master  of  the  Itoiu  s:si{>,  the  ingenious  speech  of  the 
Honourable  Baronet  wou'd  not  induce  him  to  swerve1  from  the 
■view  he,  pnpinaliy  intended  to  talie  of  this  subject.  The  Ho- 
rourable  B-itoncr  had  condemned  Ins  Right  Honourable  Fsiend, 
the  Chancellor  of/xchequer,  foi  expressing  hi*  opinions  as  a 

.judge,  »»  if  no  impartial  (  pinion  was  io  be  given  from  a  judge 
in  submitting  his  reasons  to  a  jury  for  coming  to  a  ceiiain  deci- 
sion.   lUanj  persons  who  lookup  the  subject  with  extreme  zeal 

.  «>!,!  one  suie  woti'd  conceive  themsehts  peHtetly  right,  and  main- 

.  tajri  iba.t  Jhey  uc Wd  Irom  conviction.  This  kind  of  conviction 
put  biinm  iviiid  of  tn»  expression  of  Dr.  Johnson's  speaking  of  some 
Gentleman  wbo  had  very  hastily  and  enoneously,  as  he  thought, 
come  to  a  coiicjustou  of  a  popular  question,  "Aye,  says  he,  he 

_is;  convinced,  but  then  this  conviction  is  not  honettiy  come  by." 
This  observatiou  appeared  to  him  to  he  very  applicable  to  some 
of  the  ajguments'that  hehad  heard  iroia  the  other  side  of  the  House. 
There  were  two  points  for  ihem  U>  determine  ;  the  first,  whe- 

,  therthey  were  tame  to  a  definite  op, nion  on  the  charge  of  cor- 
ruption? and  secondly,  m  «  hat  mode  they  were  toexpiess  their  sen- 
timents on  the  matter',  wuich  had  been  the  subje<t  of  the  several 
Amendments  moved  by  different  Gentlemen  ?  This  last  would 
gain  stibdhsde  itself)  Hito  several   propositions.    If  guilty ,  it 

.Would  be  to  be  considered,  whether  ihey  we.e  to  put  the  Duke 
of  York  on  his  (rial,  or  at  once  to  pass  lenience,  _ and  d.^piive 
him  of  bis  Command?    ff  not  guilty,  then  they  would  have 

.to  consider  the  Amendments,  and  determine  ou^which  was  the 

,f«©st  consonant  Injustice  ? 
yWi^h -regard  to  the  original  address,  he  could  not  believe  it 

.would  be  listened  to  for  a  moment.   He  could  certainly  conceive 

jjtto  be  possible  for"  a  case  to  occur,  in  which  it  might  be  right  to 

.•P-Oijo'unce  no  judgment  at  all ;  but  he  could  conceive  no  case 
where  the  decision  ought  to  be  ambiguous, — (Sear  hear .') 
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Jt  was  easy  for  the  House  to  say  whether  the  Duke  of  York  was 
guilty,  of,  one  cr  other.of,  those  charges.  It  was  possible  for  hisUoyal 
Highness  lobe  guilty  of  imprudence,  and  not  to  be  guilty  of  an  ac- 
tual transaction^  He  might  have  been  guilty  of  great  negligence  but 
yet  not  any  actual  participation  in  corruption.  He  agreed  with  iheHo- 
nourahlejjaronet.that  corruption  did  not  consist  solely  in  receiving  or 
participating,  .  He  entreated  of  the  House,  however,  to  be  explicit 
m  their  decision,  and  distinctly  to  say,  whether  the  Royal  Duke 
was  gudty  of  corruption  or  not,  An  Honourable  Gentleman  had 
said,_on  the  second  night  of  the  debate,  that  he  should  shew  his, 
opinion  by  his  vote.  This  was  one  of  his  great  objections  to  the 
mode  of  proceeding,  that  they  could  not  express  their  opinion 
on  the  subject  by  a  vote.  Two  bundled  might  be  for  the  whole 
question*  100  only  might  remain  on  the  second  parts  of  course 
the  question  might  appear  to  be  carried  by  a  majority.  The 
question  ;would  then  remain,  was  the  Duke  culpab'e  or  not  ?  On 
this  new  ground,  the  question  was,  if  they  were  caKed  on  to  do  so 
on  the  credibility  of  the  evidence.  This  more  properly  applied  to 
his  professional  practice.  The  evidence  adduced  wanted  the  test, 
of  all  the  times,  nations,  serfs,  and  persua>ions  in  the  world 
to  give  it  credibility  >•  not  only  so,  but  the  House  was  unable  t'o 
judge  what  it  would  have  been  had  it  been  on  oath.  The  Atheni- 
ans had,  on  one  occasion,  in  compliment  to  a  legislator  of  their 
own,  refuted  to  allow  him  to  be  bound  under  any  trammels  m 
giving  his  evidence.  Another  equally  grave  tribunal,  however, 
refused  even  to  hear  Cato,  unless  on  oath.  Is  was  for  that  House 
now  to  say,  if  they  would  follow  the  example  of  the  Athenians, 
in  preference  to  that  of  the  Romans?  and  if  on  the  unsworn  tes- 
timony fif  such  persons  as  had  been  examined  they  would  form  a 
resolution  prejudicial  to  the  right  of  Citizens  ?  The  evidence,  He 
agreed,  was  perfectly  sufficient  to  justify  the  public  in  putting 
the  Duke  of  York  on  his  trial  ;  but  he  submitted  that  it  was  pe- 
culiarly doubtful  as  to  the  credibility  of  the  witness.  He  should 
now  consider  the  evidence  as  if  given  on  oath.  If  they  went  to 
Mis.  Clarke's  evidence,  and  esteemed  if,  as  of  itself,  duect  evi 
dence.  If  without  Mrs.  Clarke's  evidence,  they  had  only  pre* 
sumptive  evidence,  in  which  case  it  fell  under  the  observation  of 
our  senses  ;  but  if  it  was  above  all  exception,  then  nothing  was 
left  to  probability  or  conjecture.  Mrs.  Clarke  in  her  evidence 
asserted  that,  in  a  multiplicity  of  transactions,  the  Di'ke  of  Yoi'k 
not  only  knew  and  approved,  luit  suggested,  authorized,' and  en- 
forced her.  carrying  on  the  trade  to  which  she  alluded.  In  fact 
that  she  was  only  the  instrument,  but  that  hje  was  the  instiga- 
tor of  these  actions  to  save  his  own  purse.  He  was  surprised 
to  fjnd  the  Address  so  woided  that  jt  did  not  seem  to;rest  on  ?,lis.- 
Clprkp's  direct  evidence,  but,  on  other  presumptive.evidence,  "  i  {'is 
to  .he  presumed,"  said  the  address.  A  Noble  Lord*  the  other  d^y 
#  Folkstone,  ,  ! 
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stated  thathe  had  great  confidence  in  the  testimony  of  Mrs  Claike. 
it  was, surprising;,  however,  that  the  Noble  Loul  did  not  shew  fha,t 
lie  gave,  full  confidence  to  her  evidence  by  extending  the  terms  of 
the  Address.    When  a  witness  was  seen  to  bear  malice,  if  he  was 
no  consistent  with  himself  or  with  olherj,  the  duty  <>t  those  who 
were  to  judge  of  his  testimony  was  to  diive  out  of  their  consider- 
ation the  whole  of  such  evidence,  so  tar  as  it  was  not  confirmed 
by  others.    Then  to  see  how  much  of  Mrs.  Clarke's  evidence  was 
in  this  state.    All  that  passed  ii  private  between  her  and  the 
33uke,of  York,  and  which,  therefore,  could  not  possibly  be  cor- 
roborated, Was  to  be  regarded  with  a  jealous  eve,  because  of  the 
facility  with  which  it  might  be  fabricated,  the  ease  o!  escaping 
punishment,  and  the  difficulty  of  detecting  it.    On  all  of  these  oc- 
counts,  the  Judge,  uniformly,  m  considering  such  a  case,  desires 
the  Jury  to  receive  st  w i< h  the  greatest  caution,  else  men  would  be 
constantly  at  the  mercy  ot  such-  characters.    It  m  tnen  necessary 
to  itiquhe,  if  there  be  any  thing-  to  break  in  on  such  a  testimony, 
though  it  may  not  S  o  able  completely  to  contradict  it.    In  this 
respect,  she  was  in  some  instances  coutiadicted  by  herself,  in 
others,  by  the  evidence  of  third  parlies.    She  was  of  course  not 
vfhat  is  called  a  perfectly  credible  witness,  or  one  above  ail  ex- 
ception.   The  letters  of  General  Clavciing  shew  that  she  had 
dealings  in  commissions,  but  they  did  not  shew  that  they  were 
corrupt  or,  not.    Miss  Taylor's  evidence  shewed  a  sort  of  corrupt 
deal'ug.    'lie  did  not  cni!l  on  the  House  to  disbelieve  Miss  Taylor  j 
lie  did  not  think  there  was  sufficient  to  invalidate  her.    Eut  the 
question  is,  it  Miss  Tajloi's  evidence  brought  the  question  suffi- 
t  lent!)'  cl<  or  before  the  House  ?    They  ought  to  knjnv  that  this 
ouf-miatory .  evidence  was  true  before  they  admitted  it  in  corro- 
boration of  Hie  other.    It  was  not  sitisiactory  to  his  Honour's 
mind  the  first  moment  he  heard  it ;  ho  thought  Miss  Taj  lor  must 
have  mishear  J  what  was  said.    For  to  say  that  Colonel  French  bad 
bthaved  not  well  to  her  was  a  duect  falsehood:  every  statement 
shewed  that  he  had  greatly  exceeded  luap-ofits.    If  this  was  so- 
there  was  no  corroboration  of  the  evidence  of  Mrs.  Claike  what- 
ever, and  the  positron  ot  the  cause  was  completely  changed.  He. 
proceeded  to  shew  that  a  person  in  Mrs.  Clarke's  situation  might', 
use  influence  in  the  way  of  recommendation,  without  occasioning 
any  ground  of  suspicion  of  corruption  on  the  part  of  the  Com- 
mander in  C kief.    This  must  entirely  depend  On  the  number  of 
her  recommendations,  and  this  number  from  the  evidence  before 
them  he  thought  not  sufficient  to  occasion  any  suspicion  of.  the 
kind.    Many  men  might  think  that  they  weic  not  bound  to  give 
a  verdict  of  acquittal  when  there  were  strong  suspicions  of  guilt. 
There  would  be  a  contradiction  in  terms,  however,  where  a  mat- 
ter was  unceitain,  and  it.  was  a  doubt  whether  we  should  believe 
it  or  not,  immediately  to  act  as  if  we  did  believe  it.    The  HoT 
nourable  and  Learned  Gentleman  proceeded  to  read  a  collection 
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W  the  assertions  of  Mrs.  Clarke,  a?  to  her  influence  over  the 
Commander  m  Chief,  atid'ihe  use  stu;  made'of  it  in  the  procur- 
ing commissions,  &g.  in  the  aimy.  She  stated  th  it  she  did  not 
commence'  the  traffic  till  she  be^an  to  suffer  distress  for  money, 
y'et  ft  appeared  that  though  she  did  not  commence  the  establish- 
ment at  Gloucester- place  fill  the  beginning  of  the  year  1804,  she 
had  an  office  in  full  emplov,  and  an  accredited  agent  in  the 
person  of  Mr.  Corri,  in  Febniary  of  the  same  year  ;  Ih'il  Corri 
was  agam  known  to  Corkame,  and  thrown  tliein,  that  Colonel 
French's  levy  was  applied  for.  The  Duke,  she  also  represented 
as:being  in  great  distress,  "hardly  ai^e  to  give  her  Occasionally  an 
extra  hundred  pounds.  When  he  had  given  her  so  unlimited 
a'contronl  over  the  array  as  she  herself  had  s  iid,  was  it  not 
•wonderful  Ih  it  his  Royal  Highness,  "when  at  some  time  unable 
to  give  hei  the  1001.  did  not  question  her  what  she  had  done 
with  tt  e  Majorities  and  Captaincies  over  which  he  had  given  her 
the  disposal,  whereas  an  Ensjgncy  might  have  done  more  than 
satisfied  her  wants?  Vet  she  did  not  tell  tint  any  such  speech  had 
ever  been  made  to  her. 

Had  the  Duke  of  York  given  her  such  unlimited  power  as  it  had 
been  stated  she  possessed,  she  ought  never  to  have  found  -any 
difficulty  in  getting  her  applications  complied  with.  Would  hem 
this  case  ever  have  obstructed  her  wishes  ?  In  many  instances  her 
applications  had  failed.  French  had  been  kept  in  suspense  three 
months,  and  Tonyn  had  waited  still  longer,  though  his  promotion 
was  of  great  consequence  to  her.  From  a  variety  of  instances  it  was 
evident  she  was  miserably  informed  with  respect  to  the  regulations 
in  the  Duke  of  York's  office  in  consequence  oflhis  she  was  so  per- 
petually blundering  about  Tonjn's  promotion.  As  to  Col.  Shawe, 
who  made  application  to  the  Commander  in  Chief  in  1804,  it  was 
not  astonishing  that  he  got  promoted  in  1806  ;  it  did  not  appear 
to  be  through  her  influence,  which  in  his  opinion,  had  in  that  in- 
stance totally  failed.  The  case  of  Brooke  and  Knight,  he  next 
proved,  afforded  no  indubitable  proofs  of  her  influence  being  so 
high  as  she  wished  it  believed.  Thus,  from  these  circumstances, 
it  was  obvious  she  failed,  of  accomplishing  her  object  much  oftener 
than  she  succeeded. 

The  Hon.  and  Learned  Gentleman  then  spoke  of  the  necessity  of 
Princes  regulating  their  conduct  by  the  strictest  rules  of  morality, 
as  their  example  "must  be  supposed  to  have  a  great  effect  on  the 
conduct  and  ideas  of  a  considerable  portion  of  their  fellow  creatures, 
but  it  was  not  for  the  Souse  of  Commons  to  punish  private  ivek. 
morality,  he  was  for  their  pioce'eding  according  to  law,  bat  against 
assumiiig.an}  arbitrary  or  discretionary  power.  They  were'  only 
to  punish  adultery,  or  any, other  immoral  action,  as  far  as  it  affected 
the  individual  accused,  in  the  execution  of  his  official  duties,  That 
fact  was' thciefote  to  he  ascertained.  He  did  not  deny  that  His 
Royal  Highness  bad  not  prohibited  Mrs.  CUrke  from  sweating  or 
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writing  upon  the  subject  of  Army  Promotions. — (A  loud  cry,  of 
Hear,  hear) — It  was  against  the  Duke  that  he  did  not  immediately 
snd  stedfaslly  prevent  her  from  ever  opening  her  lips  upon  the  sub- 
ject— (Bear  I  /tear')  he  ought  never  to  have  answered  tier  letters 
"—(Hear*  hear  !) — But  this  was  not  the  question  now;  the  question 
■was  not,  whether  he  permitted  her  graii'g  so  f.ir,  >t  was,  had  it  led 
his  Ko)al  Highress  todo  anything  which  was  improper,  and  upon 
which  this  House  should  pass  a  vote  of  cens  ue  or  condem- 
nation ?  TheRoght  Hon.  and  Learned  Gentleman  observed,  that 
the  nature  of  our  law  was  such  as  to  require  unanimity  in  a  jury, 
but  it  did  not  so  require  in  any  Judges,  and  least  ot  all  could  it  so  re- 
quire in  iheHouse  of  Commons  upon  any  subject,  and  as  little  upori 
this  as  upon  any  other.  The  ^e^  j  nature  of  the  assembly  required 
that  all  its  proceedings  should  be  decided  by  majority. — He  asked 
the  House,  whether  they  were  prepared  to  pionounce  -upon  this 
evidence  against  the  Duke  of  York,  if  it  were  a  question  of  hie 
and  death  ?  For  it.  was  nothing-  less  than  that  to  such  a  character 
as  thatot  his  Royal  Highness,  when  it  was  proposed  that  he  should 
be  disgrared  and  degraded.  This  would  be  the  tase  it  any  course 
were  taken  except  that  of  voting  the  resolutions  proposed  by  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  He  did  not  e\pect  that  there  should 
not  be  variety  of  opinion  in  the  House  ;  but  be  trusted  that  a  con- 
siderable majority  would  be  of  opinion,  that  the  Resolutions  of  the 
Cbancelloi  of  the  Exchequer  ought  to  be  adopted. — He  vtus  con- 
fident that  the  House  woulddo  its  duty,  and  he  was  confident  alvj, 
that  whatever  way  the  House  should  dispose  of  this  question  the 
public  would  he  perfectly  satisfied  with  their  verdict. 

SirSamuelR  omi  i  L-?  Mr.  J-peaker,  although,  Sir,  I  offer  my- 
self immediately  after  my  Teamed  and  Honourable  Friead  ;  it  is 
by  no  means  my  intention  to  reply  to  bis  observations  m  more  thaa 
siuh  geueial  am-vsers,  as  appeal  m  my  mind  to  ause  from  the  evi- 
dence before  the  Hoii«c.  1  must  confess  th'it  seeing  as  1  do  that 
cudeiice  m  a  tm  d  iltrcnl  light,  from  all  the  professional  friends 
who  preceded  me,  1  am  there1  ore  anMOtis  notlogive  a  silent  \oto 
upon  this  ii'ipoi  rant  subject.  But  in  stating  my  reasons  for  this 
difference  ot  opinion  let  not  the  House  be  alarmed  at  the  idea  of 
my  cnteiing  ii>to  the  various  branches  of'that  evidence  and  of  com- 
nuntingupon  it  in  detail.  I  stiil  do  hope  for  its  indulgence  whilst 
I  endeavour  to  point  out  those  points,  upon  vthicb,  m  mj  mind, 
this  House,  in  order  to  airive  at  a  justar.d  con ect  decision,  ought  to 
lay  the  gteatest  weight.  I  mean  those  strong  and  undeniable  state- 
ments upon  which,  after  companng  with  |  ccuhar  strictness  one 
case  with  the  other,  after  exeicismg  the  most  matuie  judgment, 
l  am  compelled  to  the  necessity  ot,declaniig  it  impossible  for  toe 
to  assent  to  the  proposition  of  my  Right  Honourable  Friend  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Fxcliequer,  when  he  calls  upon  this  House 
solemnly  to  decide,  that  there  exists  no  grounds  for  imputing  to 
liis  Royal  Highness,  eilhei  corruption  or  connivance  in  the  dis- 
graceful 
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graceful  transaction?  which  this  enquiry  has  disclosed.  Since  the 
Honourable  Mover*  submitted  his  originil  Address  to  the  Throne 
various  proposition?,  in  the  shipe  of  aMiendmentt,  h  ive  been  sub- 
mitted to  the  consideration  ot  this  House.  The  amendment  first 
proposed  by  my  Right  Honourable  Friend  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  goes  at  once  to  contravene  the  meaning;  and  effect  of 
the  original  Address.  That  of  the  Right  Honourable  Gentlemaat 
though  differing  in  the  grounds,  tends  to  the  same  effect  as  the 
original  address.  Upon  all  these  propositions,  I  shall  feel  it  my 
duty  to  submit  a  few  observations  to  the  House,  at  the  same  lime 
that  I  endeavour  to  impress  upon  it  the  reasons  why  I  should  givs 
my  vote  to  adopt  the  original  proposition,  and  for  negativing  the 
different  amendments. 

The  first  question  for  us  to  consider  is,  whether  there  exists 
grounds  for  this  House  in  its  judicial  capacity,  to  exercise  that  un- 
questionable right;  and  next,  in  the  existence  of  such  grounds, 
whether  we  ought,  on  that  subject,  to  address  the  Throne,  it 
was  indeed  with  some  astonishment  I  heard  it  argued  by  my  Right 
Honourable  Fneud,  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  that  this 
House  was  called  upon  to  declare  its  positive  decision  upon  the 
guilt  or  innocence  of  his  Royal  H.glmess  the  Duke  of  York — that 
it  was  imperative  upon  it  to  give  an  aye  or  a  no  Upon  that  point, 
that  no  other  couise  of  conduct  was  open  to  it,  and  that  m  not 
pursuing  it,  this  House  would  deviate  from  the  strict  line  of  duty 
which  was  becoming  both  its  o~wsi  character  and  the  claims  of  tile 
illustrious  personage  -accused.  Surely  there  must  be  some  mistake 
in  the  course  which  my  Right  Honourable  Friend  has  recommend- 
ed For  he  must  be  aware  that  there  never  has  orcan  be  a  question 
with  respect  to  the  right  and  ppwer  of  this  House,  to  addiess  the 
throne  upon  the  propriety  of  removing  from  a  public  station  a 
public  servant  without  coming  to  a  distinct  and  decided  opinion  upoa 
the  guilt  or  innocence  of  the  party  against  whom  the  address  is 
directed  {hear  !  hear  .')  ;  equally  untenable  are  the  conclusions  that 
this  House  ought  not  to  come  to  such  a  decision  unless  upon  the 
grounds  of  complete  evidence,  that  is,  evidence  complete  in  a  legal 
mtcipretation  and  received  under  those  sanctions,  under  which  tes- 
timony is  received  in  the  courts  of  justice.  1  believe  that  m  the 
history  of  Parliament,  no  such  limitation  has  been  set  to  the  power 
of  this  Hoose.  It  is  not  restricted  from  its  inquiry  by  any  such 
considerations.  Wc  are  not,  according  to  the  Ordnance  of  the 
Romau  law,  compelled  to  the  decision  of  guilty  or  not  guilty,  nor 
to  the  principle  ot  the  Scettish  law,  to  proven  or  not  proven.  But 
if  ever  thei  e  was  a  case  where  this  House  was  incapacitated  from 
exercising  such  a  judgment,  it  i|  upon  the  important  question  now 
before  us.  Here  there  is  no  choice  of  this  nature  given  us,  because 
we  do  venture  to  form  an  ultimate  decision  upon  the  conduct 
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of  his  Uoyal  Highness  we  have  no  power  to  pronounce  anj  otBrer 
verdict  than  that  iie  is  not  gmify. 

My  Right  Hon.  Friend  has  placed  peat  stress  upon  the  charges 
which,  he  says,  were  preferred  by  the  Honourable  Mover,  and  th.it 
therefore  those  charges  ought  to  be  met  withadnect  admission 
or  denial  by  this  House,  I  deny  that  this  House  has  any  de- 
finitive knowledge  of  such  charges.  In  criminal  proceedings, 
where  a  defined  accusation  is  preferred  before  our  oidinary  tri- 
bunals, such  accusations  are  reduced  to  w  nting,  both  for  the  pur- 
pose of  enabling  the  judges  to  decide,  and  the  accused  to  answer. 
Have  we  any  such  thing  heie?  We  have  not.  It  is  true$  that 
Y«ry  serious  facts,  highly  to  the  disadvantage  of  the  public  pros- 
pent)  ,  have  been  unfolded  to  us,  which  have  rendered  it  nece*. 
sary  for  this  House  to  investigate  the  conduct  of  hisHojal  Highness 
the  Duke  of  York,  in  his  responsible  character  of  Commander  m 
Chief,  but  still  this  is  not  the  tribunal  at  thebar  of  which  his  guilt 
oV  innocence  is  to  be  decided  (Hear'!  Hear!).  Willi  the  Noble 
lord*  under  the  gallery,  I,  to  those  who  hold  a  contrary  opinion, 
put  this  question — If  this  house  are  to  try  the  question  ot  guilt  or 
innocence,  where  is  the  record'  Indeed,  it  is  oflly  in  the  proposi- 
tion of  the  Chap.cellor  of  the  Exchequer,  that'irt  reviewing  the 
occurrences  of  those  times,  posterity  could  at  all  trace  that  any 
such  imputations  as  personal  corruption  and  criminal  connivance 
were  attributed  to  the  Duke  of  York.  But  what  says  the  letter 
of  the  party  accused  ?  Does  it  not,  in  the  strongest  terms  de- 
precate any  attempt  of  this  Houe  to  pronounce  a  decision  upon  his 
case?  Does  it  not  call  upon  you  to  refer  the  matter  disclosed  in 
evidence  to  be  judged  of  by  another  tubunal,  alone  competent  to 
that  object. 

.And  with  respect  to  this  unfortunate  letter,  unfortunate  as  I  must 
call  it,  which  only  the  worst  advisers  could  have  lecommended,  1  do, 
trom  my  soul,  sincerely  wish  that  it  was  possible  at  once  to  blotitlrom 
the  Journals  of  this  House,  and  to  expunge  it  trom  the  memory  of 
e\ery  man,  in  the  country.  In  this  letter  the  Duke  of  York  requests 
you  to  avoid  that  veiy  course  of  proceeding,  which  his  defenders 
in  that  House  now  piopose  for  jour  adoption.  They  call  upon 
you  to  come  at  once,  upopT  the  evidence  pioduced,  to  an  open  de- 
claration of  his  guilt  or  innocence,  ■  although  in  this  ever-to-be-la- 
mented letter,  his. Royal  Highness  thus  stales  :  "  My  consciousaess 
"  of  innocence  leads  me  confidently  to  hope,  that  the  House  of 
"  Commons  will  not,  upon  such  evidence  as  they  have  heard, 
"  ado"pt  any  proceeding  prejudicial  to  my  honour  and  character; 
«'  but  if,  upon  such  testimony  as  has  been  adduced  against  me,  the 
"  House  ofCommons  can  thiuk  my  innocence  questionable,  I  claim 
"  of  their  justice  that  I  shall  not  be  condemned  without  trial,  or 
"  be  deprived  of  the  benefit  and  protection  which  js  afforded  to 
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"  every  British  subject,  by  those  sam'Iiom  under  which  alone  cvi- 
<£  denec  is  received  m  the  ordm  >ry  ndminis'ration  of  the  II  is 

theieforeto  deprecate  such  a  decision,  tint  I  fee!  myself  bound 
to  oppose  the  resolutions  of  it'V  Right  Honourable  Frknd  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequei  ;  but  though  I  leave  It  to  the  tri- 
bunal roost  fit  to  pronounce  upon  the  ^uiit  and  innocence  of  the 
accused,  the  right  of  pis'ii.g  its  judgment-,  I  still  cannot  hesitate 
-to  say,  that,  fiom  the  evidence  this  House  has  examined,  I  see  no 
grounds  for  believing  that  hi?  If  oval  Highness  did  not  know  of  the 
disgraceful  tiarisaciions  v.  inch  h  ivebctn  disclosed.  I  will  notadopt 
the  term  vrimival  connivance,  indeed  1  cannot  see  the  necessity  oT 
its  introduction, unless  for  the  direct  pm  pose  of  preventing  three 
Or  four  Members  fiom  supporting  the  original  proposition.  That 
proposition,  after  the  best  deliberation  I  could  afford  the  subject, 
I  feel  the  necessit)  of  supporting,  and  these  is  no  consideration 
shall  make  me  shrink  from  the  duty. 

The  House  will  excuse  me  w hilst  I  make  a  few  observations  on 
those  parts  of  the  evidence  by  which  I  am  induced  to  form  my 
opinion.' — In  the  fust  place,  notwithstanding  all  that  has  been  said 
and  done  to  shake  the  confidence  of  that  House.in  the  tmth  of  her 
statements,  I  do  not  disbelieve  the  evidence  of  Mrs.  Clarke. 
When  first  she  appeared  at  that  bar,  the  general  i.nprtssion  was, 
that  she  was  staling  a  baseless  story,  in  every  quarter  the  strong  - 
est  doubts  were  eniertained  of  her  credibility.  She  wasrepiescnt- 
ed  ns  alone  at  tinted  by  hostile  and  vindictive  feelings  against  tha 
accused,  and  that  of  couise  every  probability  went  in  opposition 
to  her  statements.  However,  her  evidence  proceeded,  and  in  its 
progiess  compelled  the  attention  of  this  House.  I  do  not  pretend 
to  say, that  she  is  a  witness  who  ought  to  be  believed  in  every  in- 
dividual statement  she  made  ;  but  I  must  and  do  consider  her 
as  entitled  to  credit  m  laefs  corroborated  by  other  witnesses. 

A  Learned  and  Honourable  Friei.d  of  mine,  the  Atioiuev -Ge- 
neral,, seemed  Jo  think,  that  in  the  estimate  which  this  house  should, 
form  of  Mis.  Claike's  vcraeitv,  it  was  always  to  bear  m  mind,  that 
she  was  an  accomplice  m  the  criminality ,  \v  Inch  she  unfolded.  But 
to  what  extent  did  this  attempt  at  "the  tmpc.  'hment  of  her  credit 
go  ?— Only  to  this ;  ihat  Mrs.  CJaike,  seeing  that  his  Uoyal  High- 
ness had  no  objeeLoo  to  the  exeicise  of  lici  influence,  took  mo?  ;y 
fiom  those,  whom  she  served,  foi  the  exeition  of  that  influ- 
ence. This  is  the  extent  of  her  co-operation,  this  is  the  sum  of 
her  immorality  in  these  transactions,  and  yet  it  is  upon  that  spews 
of  immorality  that  the  Learned  Attorney-General  endeavoured  to 
impress  upon  this  House,  that  she  is  not  a  witness  to  be  credited  at 
your  bar,  and  that  the  testimony  she  has  delivered  is  false.  (I/ear  ! 
hear!)  f  do,  in  1113  conscience  believe,  that  111  this  country  theieare 
many  men  capable  of  this  species'of  immoiahly,  of  this  veiy  offfiice 
foi  the  commission  of  which  it  is  attempted  to  atlaih  disciedit  lo 
Mis.  Chukc,  who  would  cndtii-;  the  exuenniy  of  human  smlei.ng 
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before  they  could  be  brought  by  any  pre'^iee  ';.>  eo'i'r.o  i\- 
heinous  crime  of  giviig  false  testimony  P.  -  ..'.(,,  ,-■-<;  ibseum- 
nahty  of  Mrs.Clarkeof  a  mo'-eagg-avat-; :  c\  l?l  s  ,ne  i"  .le 
most  disreputable  meaning  of  the  'en:,  -in  .cc  v,  t>i;c.'%  "ull.tbu 
rontenfledthdt  she,  that  accomplice,  aa'  ipc.w  "■  > tert  fi  ,r:  srvog 
evidence  which  this  Home,  or  -ivy  f  o.ut  »f  J  5.  <v.  ^clJ^be  au- 
thorised in  refusing  !  By  no  means.  T'-e  n.  ■ x.  i-,  ihat  even  in  capi- 
tal cases,  a  Jury  can  convict  upon  i'ie  cvcc.'.e  of  aa  adpm- 
plice,  where  that  evidence  ii  con  oboialed  even  in  .1  smg'e  point. 

The  Noble  Lord,  *  under  Jhe  Galley  ,  did  on  a  f<>,  mei  occasion 
refer  to  a  case  where  such  evidence  was  fuli\  app<  oved  by  the  most 
able  lawyers.    Two  men  had  been  indicted  for  a  highway  robbery, 
but  the  party  lobbed  were  unable  to  identify  ihcm.    The  other 
witness  produced  was  an  accomplice,  and  though  he  swore  that 
the  robbery  was  committed  by  three  persons,  although  the  party 
robbed  believed  there  weie  only  two,  .still  the- coincidence  of  the 
accomplice,  with  the  testimony   of  ihe  other  witness,  in  ano- 
ther  solitary  case,  led  to   the  conviction   of  the  prisoners, 
jihich  conviction  on  a  subsequent  reference  to  the  Twelve 
Judges  was  declared  a  legaL  verdict.     There  was  also  an  ana- 
logous case,  the  King  v.  Durham,  tried  some  time  since  at 
the  Old  Bailey.    Indeed,  it  was  only  in  cases,  where  accomplices 
were  themselves  found  guilty  of  felony,  that  their  testimony  in  any 
legal  view  was  considered  either  incompetent  or  inadmissible. 
So  if  Mrs,  Clarke  have  been  convicted  of  any  offence  ,  with  which 
it  is  now  attempted  to  impeach  her,  then  and  only  then  could  there 
exist  any  reason  for  refusing  the  testimony,  which  she  gave  with 
respect  to  the  different  contiad  ctions  which  appeared  in  her  evi- 
dence.   Such  as  those  relative  to  the  2J()I.  note,  and  some  other 
statements,  they  could  have  no  gre.it  tlfeit  in  estimating-  the  re- 
liance which  this  House  ought  io  plate  upon  other  points,  because 
it  was  to  be  remembered  all  such  contradictory  ansvveis  weie  of  a 
nature,  wholly  immaterial  to  the  tacts  with  which  the  Duke  of 
York  was  charged     1  do  most  cei  la'nly  admit  tliat  ma  Couit  of 
Justice,  where  a  witness  is  examined  undei  the  .solemn  and  serious 
obligation,  upon  the  sacred  ob.-.ei  vance  of  which  he  pledged  his 
hopes  of  salvation,  the  most  nnma'ciml  contradiction  is  con- 
clusive against  his  character  for  veiatity,  but  no  such  consequence 
can  be  presumed,  wheie  a  witness  makes  immaterial  contradictions 
under  the  tei  i  or  of  no  such  obligation,  or  lestiained  by  the  conse- 
quences which  would  follow  the  violation.    Thus,  though  it  was 
impossible  not  to  acknowledge  that  Mrs.  Clarke  held  frequently 
contradicted  heiself,  still  the  house  must  feel  that  ltwas  upon  points 
in  which  she- seemed  to  have  no  intirest  m   the  contradiction, 
neither  did  they  at  all  affect  the  main  obj  -ct  of  the  investigation, 
't  his  opinion  i  have  formed  from  an  atteiHne  consideration  of  her 
conduct  at  the  Bar — conduct,  which,  m  raj  mind,  whethei  .'  om 
a  wallt  of  seusibilit) ,  or  notiulhsUndm,;  the  f.i  >uu  .lious  ot  ftiucii 
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wo  have  heard  so  much,  excited  no  other  feeling  than  disgust.  T>v 
the  collide  ot  im  professional  cireer  it  has  been  my  painful  lot  to 
see  too  frequent  examples  of  deliberate  peijury,  but  in  such  oa->s 
1  have  uniformly  observed,  th.it  the  person  who  came  prepaied  to 
forsvear,  came  also  prepared  to  evade  examination,  and  to  ouaid 
against  I  he  consequences.  Bui  what  demeanor  did  thin  witness 
exhibit'  Diiectly  the  reverse  She  appeared  in  all  thepndeoi 
lcuty.  She  received  your  interrogatories  with  a  marked  inattention, 
because  she  had  the  knowledge,  that  the  basis  on  which  she  de- 
pended would  fully  bear  her  out-  She  Willed  at  your  cross  e\n 
ruinations,  she  answered  with  repaitee,  and  she  withstood  all  the 
endeavouii  which  weie  so  successively  mads  to  waylay  her  from 
hei  statements,  supported  by  nothing  but  the  consciousness  of  the 
truth  of  that  she  said.  Besides,  it  was  also  to  be  lecollected  by 
this  House  that  the  Honourable  Mover,  had  declared  in  his  evi- 
dence, that  he  had  forewarned  her  of  t'.ie  necessity  of  strict  adher-' 
ence  to  truth,  and  of  the  peril  which  would  attend  its  disregard. 
With  such  a  knowledge  or  consequence*,  though  Sirs.  Cla-lie  did 
not  appear  at  the  bar,  under  the  sanction  ot  an  oath,  yet  she  did 
come  there  under  the  impression  that  quick  and  immediate  punish- 
ment would  await  her  if  she  prevaricated.  1  believe  there  wero 
other  witnesses  examined,  who  came  under  a  tar  different  irapres. 
sion.f  Hear  !  hear .')  and  the  consequence  was,  that  they  started  not 
at  falsehood,  but  actually  set  truth  at  defiance 

These  were  the  general  observations  with  which  I  feel  it  mj 
ditty  to  precede  the  few  observations  which  I  intend  to  offer  on 
the  evidence  itseM .  In  the  whole  course  of  my  practice  or  of  ray 
reading,  I  have  never  met  a  case  standing  upon  such  a  strong 
foundation.  A  woman  appears  at  your  bar,  to  tell  a  very  incredi- 
Westoiy.  She  makes  her  disclosure  with  a  courage  and  a  confi- 
dence which  only  truth  couldjustify.  She  knows  of  large  bundles 
of  letters  refeinno  to  the  accusation,  'which  she  was  thei  pre- 
fening,  which  were  found  with  Sahdon,  and  with  the  landlord  of 
her  toimer  lodgings  She  evinces  no  anxiety  to  know  for  what 
object  they  weie  pioduced  These  letters  are  minutely  examin- 
ed; witnesses  for  the  avowed  purpose  ot  rebutting  her  evidence, 
are  pioduced  at  yo'ir  bar.  What  is  the  result  of  all  these  ope- 
rations? Is  it  ieiulatio'1 .'  Is  <t  contradiction  ?>  No  such  thing. 
Kvery  witness,  every  document,  all  go,  not  only  to  be.a 
o.it  hqi  evidence,  not  only  I  >  corroborate  every  particular  «! 
hei  stateme  us  as  refein.y  tj  the  inquiry,  but  carry  convic- 
tion to  an  extent  far  beyond  that  winch  her  testimony  ou- 
gmally  unfolded  (Hear!  atari  hear!)  Aud  unless  we  shut 
our  eyes  to  tmlh  and  facts,  it  is  impossible  but  this  unexpected 
confii mat iou  of  her  statements  must  make- %  considerable  impres 
sion.  Foi  my  part,  I  canuot  bring  myself  to  reject  her  evident 
even  upon  points  not  eo.ioborated  by  other  circumstances.  When 
first  my  attention  \i  as  directed  to  some  parts  of  the  conduc^iropu- 
ted  to  the  Commander  in  Chief,  f  hesiUled  long  before  I  could 
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pirfc  Credit  to  thera.  Tt  does,  however,  now  appear  tome,  that 
from  what  ne  have  learned  on  other  points,  not  immediately 
connected  with  military  transactions,  that  -there  is  very  strong 
probability  for  believing  it  k  with  regret  that  I  am  compelled 
to  mention  them  ;  they  have  indeed  been  already  submitted  to  this 
House  !>v  the  Noble  Lord*  under  (lie  Gallery,  with  that  degree  of 
talent  which  all  must  admire,  particularly  when  united  to  that 
pure  and  unadulterated  honesty,  which  so  strongly  marks  the 
public  life  of '(hat  distinguished  Nobleman— (Near!  hear  !  hear  .')- 
In  the  cm  so  of  Eeonett,  to  which  1  allude,  we  find  Colonel  Tay- 
lor recommending  Kennett  to  obtain  a  recommendation  from  Sir 
Horace  Mann.  Ami  with  thatocenrrence  in  our  view,  when  we 
bear -s-ich  stress  laid  upon  tire  regularity  of  the  recommendations, 
•which  were  marie  in  favour  of  the  difterent  officers,  whose  promo- 
tion was  obtaintd  by  the  influence  of  Mrs.  Clarke,  is  it  not  proba- 
ble to  presume  that  such  recommendations  were  procured  for  the 
e.-ipress  purpose  of  covering  and  concealing  the  real  and  successful 
operation  and  what  reliance  can  this  House  affix  to  the  undefined 
answer,  which  has  been  so  frequent  iy  jrtyen  at  your  bar,  namely 
that  such  an-  officer  was  .recommended  -at  the  instance  ot  a  most 
respectable  person. 

■  The  ease  of  Miss  Taylor  has  already  engaged  a  considerable 
share  of  the  time  and  ingenuity  of  my  learned  Friends  who  have 
preceded  roe  in  this  discussion.  For  my  part  from  the  character, 
demeanour,  and  evidence  of  that  jomig  woman,.!  rely  fully  upon 
her  credit.  Her  having  kepi  a  boarding-school  has  produced  much: 
comment,  but  allow  me  to  say,  that  the  very  fact  of  her  having 
children  committed  to  her  care  and  protection,  is  no  slight  evi- 
dence of  the  purity  of  her  life  and  character.  (Bear!  hear!)  And 
from  what  has  happened  to  that  unfortunate  young  woman,  since 
sfee  was  examined  at  this  bar,  which  the  Noble  Lord,  with  so  much 
feeling,  communicated  to  Ibis  house  on  a  former  evening,  namely, 
the  loss  of  all  her  scholars,  we  must  conclude,  that  the  persons, 
who  since  this  inquiry,  had  withdrawn  their  children  iroro  her  care, 
were  persons  attentive  to  the  precepts  and  principles  of  morality, 
•ndHhitthej  were  persons  upon  whose  good  opinion  ot'MissTay-' 
J,ir,  this  house  mustrelv.in  estimating  the  general  tenor  of  tier 
life  I  will  ask,  what  interest  could  that  witness  have  in  givmg 
the'-testiinony  she  has  given,  if  it  were  untrue  ?  Can  you  suppose 
that  she  was  actuated  bv  cither  hostility  or  resentment  against  the 
accused  ?  To  imagine  "that  her  inducement  arose  from  a  connec- 
tion by  marriage  with  Mrs.  Clarke,  was  an  idle  assumption.  And 
what-mterest  could  she  have  in  appearing  against  so  powerful  and 
exalted  a  Peonage  as  the  Duke  of  York?  Cut  perhaps  we  shall 
be  told  that,  she  was  brought  here  by  the  interest  of  money.  'I  hat 
is,  that  she  was  a  bribed  and  suborned  witness.    %  ill  a  Court  ot 
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Justice  act  upon  such  an  assumption '  Will  this  House  in  investi- 
gating the  conduct  of  the  Son  of  a  King,  presume  an  infereuce, 
•which,  on  the  tnal  of  any  other  person,  in  our  subordinate  tribu- 
nals, would  not  for  a  single  moment  be  listened  to  P  Then  what' 
says  Miss  Tayloi's  evidence  ?— she  states  that  the  Duke  of  York  in  - 
qnned  of  Mrs.  Clarke  how  Colonel  French  conducted  himself  to 
h»r.  I  call  upon  every  man  who  hears  me,  solemnly  toask  him- 
self—/or  toiKtt  honest  purpose  con  Id  his  Royal  Highness  have  made 
this  enquiry  >  (Hear!  hear!  hear!) — How  could  he  know  that 
Mrs.  Clarke  had  any  connexion  with  Colonel  French  ?  If  she 
had  made  a-iv  coi.irannicili. his  on  his  Levy,  was  it  not  the  duty  of 
his  Royal  Highness  directly  to  stop  her,  to,  as  it  were,  shut  the  door 
in  her  face  ?  But  when  we  find  'lint  he  asked,  how  French  be- 
haved to  her— what  construction  can  you  put  upon  these  terms  ? 
what  inference  can  you  delucetiom  them  ?  I  protest  to  ray  God, 
that  in  every  considenti-m  I  have  g  ven  to  these  expressions,  I 
can  entertain  no  other  construction,  1  em  arrive  at  no  other  con- 
clusion ;  hut  that  in  using  the.se  expressions  his  Royal  Highness, 
meant  duecth — Is  French  liberal  to  you  ?  Does  he  supply  your 
pecuniary  wants  > — {Henri  hear!) 

The  next  point  thai  presents  itself  to  my  view  is  this  mysterious 
letter,  which  I  most  ceitamiy  do  assume  to  he  the  letter  of  the 
Duke  o'f  York.  If  th  it  is  not  established  in  evidence,  I  know  not 
what  fact  either  is  or  ever  was.  Did  the  life  of  a  fellow-creatui  e  eveji 
depend  upon  the  avowal,  I  co'ihl  not  hesitate  in  asserting  that  let- 
ter to  be  the  hand-writing  ot  his  Royal  Highness.  It  was  to  be 
cons'dered,  that  at  the  time  the  Duke  of  York  declared  it  to  he  a 
forge. y,  he  h  id  not  seen  the  letter  itself;  and  1  am  convinced,  that 
if  it  wete  shewn  to  him,  he  would  at  once  express  a  similar  convic- 
tion. Here  it  (9  impossible  for  me  not  to  advise  those  who' in', 
treduced  the  comparers  of  hand-writing  to  reflect  upon  the  very 
dangerous  precedent  which  they  have  introduced.  There  have 
been  Cases  wheie  such  persons  weie  produced  to  prove  the  hand- 
wuting  of  the  same  person  to  two  different  documents;  but  for 
this  oc..asioii  was  it  reserved  to  introduce  witnesses  to  prove  from 
companion  that  a  paper  aliedged  to  be  the  hand  writing  of  a  party- 
was  not  his  hand-wi  iting.  Indeed,  it  such  a  precedent.was  allowed 
there  would  be  no  s  ifety  In  some  of  the  most  serious  transactions  of 
life;  it  is  the  most  injurious  attempt  that  ever  was  laid  before  any 
judicial  or  enlightened  assembly. 

But  a  Right,  Honourable  Gentleman*  had  assumed  that  Mrs; 
Claille  -ind  Miss  f.syioi  weie  both  in  a  conspiracy,  and  that 
they  had  foiged  tin-  letter  nith  cons  immate  address.  Now, 
it  is  extraoidiiiaiy  that  not  one  of  then-  means  for  cubing 
o:i  thii  conspiracy  his  been  proved  or  a'lemprcd  tube  p.cnri. 
The  truth  appeared  on  the  f.tce  ot  thn  Seller  itM.II.  !t  was 
piobibiy  'wnlleii  at  the  Horce  Gua,.is.    it  tv.«  a  meie  leittrot 
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business  wholly  unconnected  with  any  of  those  other  circumstan- 
ces, which  so  particularly  characterised  the  other  commimica- 
tioas  of  his  Royal  Highness.  It  appears  to  be  a  hasty  answer  t» 
a  sudden  application.  The  words  are,  "  I  have  received  your  note, 
"  and  Tonyn's  business  shall  remain  as  it  is."  What  does  it  mean? 
Nothing  more  than  that  the  business  at  the  War  Office  should 
be  stopped  upon  an  apphcation  of  this  woman — {Hear  1  hear  !) 
Perhaps  there  is  not  the  fattest  proof  to  warrant  the  conviction  of 
this  House  ;  but  of  this  I  am  sure,  that  there  is  sufficient  to  make 
o'it  the  strongest  suspicion,  that  such  was  the  motive  and  such 
the  effect. 

The  next  question,  that  when  we  have  only  strong  suspicion, 
it  is  not  a  sufficient  ground  for  'removal  fiorn  office.  This 
doctrine  1  deny,  because,  although  upon  suspicion,  it  would  be 
unconstitutional  to  punish,  it  is'still  a  sufficient  ground  for  dis- 
missal. Is  this  House  not  competent  to  address  the  throne  for 
the  removal  of  a  person  charged  with  -  malversation  in  office, 
until  it  has  gone  through  all  the  numeious  and  tardy  processes 
of  an  impeachment  ?  Did  this  House  suffer  a  first  Lord  of  the  Ad- 
miralty, ford  Melville*  to  continue  at  the  head  of  that  department, 
because  the  evidence  which  it  had  received  against  him  was  not 
pi  yen  undei  the  sanction  of  an  oath .'  Did  not  this  House  follow 
up  its  decision  against  that  Nobleman  with  an  address  to  the 
King  for  his  dismissal  from  place  and  counsels,  and  not  for  any 
act  done  during  the  period,  when  he  was  at  the  head  of  the  Ad- 
miralty, but  for  practices  whih  had  taken  place  when  he  held 
another  office,  and  at  a  distant  period.  I  am  reminded  that  the 
proceedings  in  evidence  agaiijst  Lord  Melville  were  taken  .on. 
oath  :  still  if  the  want  of  that  sanction  is  so  very  impeiative  in  its 
consequences,  there  is  at  once  an  end  to  the  judicial  capacity 
of  this  House.'  Is  this7  House  to  disfranchise  itself  of  its  right, 
particularly  the  right  and  capacity  of  inquiry  into  the  abuses  of 
establishments ;  of  sifting  the  raal-practici's  of  persons  in  office, 
forsooth,  because  it  cannot  examine  under  the  sanction  of  an  oath? 
in  a  worii,  that  this  House,  the  guardian  of  ihe  public  character 
and  credits,  is  incapacitated  from  calling  for  the  .dismissal  of  those 
^ho  have  grossly  abused  their  high  situations  in  which  his  Ma- 
jesty had  placed  them. 

I  would  be  glad  to  know  what  opinion  would  be  entertained  of 
any  other  person,  suppose  the  predecessor  of  the  Commander  in 
Chief,  it  it  were  proved  that  h<s  mistress  had  trafficked  in  the 
purchase  and  piomotions  of  the  aimy  ?  That  wherever  he  was 
paid,  preferment  followed  the  bribe,  that  so  frequent  were  the 
examples,  as  to  become  the  subject  of  general  notoriety  ?  That 
General  Officers  of  repute  in  the  service  had  heard  and  acted 
upon' it?  That  the  Coimmander  in  Chief  himself  was  known, 
under  the  influence  ot  ths  mistress,  to  go  out  of  his  owu  depart- 
ment idto  another  office,  for  the  purpose  ol  forwarding  her  pre- 
lects, and  itul  ali  these  transactions  were  sot  m  motion  anil  di 
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reefed  by  a  person  living  in  his  very  Household  ?  I  do  not  say, 
that  fhe  knowledge  of  those  transactions  constitute  a  crime, 
but  of  this  I  am  certain,  that  any  subject  in  these  i  ealras  thus 
acting,  would  be  pronounced  incompetent  longer  to  v  remain  at 
the  head  of  the  army.  I  know  the  impossibility  of  treating  the 
Rojal  Personage,  whose  conduct  we  are  now  considering,  by  the 
same  rules,  as  this  House  would  observe  to  the  other  subjects  of 
tile  Crown.  Indeed,  we  have,  notwithstanding  the  application 
for  a  trial  on  the  same  pnnciplei  as  are  extended  to  ordinary  per- 
sons, been  pietty  broadly  told  by  the  opposite  side,  that  we  can- 
not proceed  to  any  decision  against  the  Duke  of  York,  unless  we 
make  up  our  minds  to  alter'  the  succession  to  the  Crown.  If  such 
he  the  case,  can  we  in  the  same  breath  be  told,  that  this  House 
should  extend  to  his  Royal  Highness  the  same  measure  of  impar- 
tiality to  which  the  meanest  p  -rson  in  the  empire  had  a  right. 

There  has  been  much  said  of  the  duty  of  this  House  not  to 
surrender  its  opinion  to  popular  clamour,  or  to  an  improper 
influence  without  these  dpois  1  heel  is  no  person  w4hin  these 
walls  would  more  strong!}  deprecate  any  improper  influence  upon 
the  sober  and  coirert  judgment  of  this  House  than  I  would  5  but 
1  must  at  the  same  time  obseive,  that  it  highly  becomes  us  if  we 
should  differ  from  the  well  judging  auj  well-informed  out  of  doors 
who  will  quiekiy'discuss  our  decisions,  and  appreciate  our  motive, 
to  tee!  within  our  b.eaits  that  the  judgment  which  we  may  pro- 
nounce is  such  as  our  conviction  wan  ants  and  our  conscience  ap- 
proves— (hear  '  hear  ')  Let  us  recollect  tint  it  was  wewho  created 
this  publion  agiiation  ;  that  it  was  we  who  granted  to  the  accused 
that  publicity,  which  his  defenders  m  this  House  so  strenuously 
demanded — {hear!  bear!);  that  it  was  we  who  sent  by  eveiy 
day's  post  our  proceedings  upon  that  subject  to  be  cm\assed 
in  every  torner  of  the  kingdom.  With  this  recollection,  and 
with  the  knowledge  of  what  the  effect  has  been,  is  this  House 
now  to  be  desired  to  turn  a  deaf,  ear  to  the  opinions  of  the  pub- 
lic ?  With  every  respect  and  attachment  to  the  character  and 
dignity  of  the  family  on  the' throne,  1  still  thmk  no  attachment 
01  icgard  cats  exceed  what  I  feel  due  to  the  character  and  dig- 
nity of  this  House.  And  grievously,  indeed,  should  I  lament  the 
loss  of  its  character  and  the  destruction  of  its  interests,  it  I  evr 
lived  to  see  the  period  when  this  House  became  insensible  to  the 
wrongs  of  the  people — when  the  public  complaint  was  heard  with 
indifference.  If  the  representatives  of  the  People  should,  to  the 
gratification  of  their  calumniators,  be  ever  reduced  to  that  degra- 
ded state  of  servility  and  debasement,  believe  me,  there  is  no  say- 
ing what  tremendous  Consequences  may  follow.  (Hear !  hear! 
hear!).  I  lend  not  my  apprehensions  111  such  a  case  to  the  cala- 
mities of  a  civil  war,  but  J  hold  in  a  dreadlul  perspective  all  the 
horrors  and  atrocities  of  acmlwarj  carried  on  by  the  lowest  of 
the  people  (Hear!  hear!).  # 
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1  beg  pardon  of  the  House  for  having  so  long  trespassed  on  its  at- 
tention ( Hear  !  hehr  ! ),  but  1  cannot  sit  down  without  declaring; 
on  my  conscience.,  that  in  the  whole  course  of  my  life  L  never  gave 
a  vote  more  teluctantly  than  I  shall  on  this  momentous  question ; 
that  1  have  wished,  fiom  the  beginning  of  this  inquiry,  to  be  ena- 
bled, consistently  with  the  sacred  principles  of  impai  rial  justice,  to 
pronounce  a  difteient  opinion .  but  that,  from  the  consideration 
which  1  have  bestowed  on  the  subject,  it  is  not  in  my  power  to 
put  any  oth^r  mterpi  etation  than  what  I  have  this  night  delivered, 
upon  the  evidence  examined  at  your  Bar.  ( Hear,  hear,  hear!  J 
The  veneiable  Judge,  Mr.  Burton,  who  took  an  eailypaft  m  the 
discussion  of  this  question,  did  allude  to  the  few  inducements 
which  the  remainder  of  his  life  presented  to  him.  Though  not 
arrived  to  the  same  penod  of  life  as  thaf  Honourable  Gentleman,- 
and  feeling,  as  i  do,  for  the  piospenty  of  those  with  whose  happi- 
ness-mine  is  connected,  I  still  do  declaie,  that  whatever  mjj 
the  issue  of  this  most  serious  subject,  both  in  the  conduct  1  !u>  e 
pursued,  and  m  the  vote  I  shall  give,  I  have  m  no  degree  been  in- 
fluenced by  either  hope  or  advantage. 

M.r.  H.  Smith  regietted  thd  in  these  resolutions  theie  was  no 
propositions  which  would  bring  the  House  to  a  distinct  vote  of 
Aye  and  No  upon  the  accusation.  He  admitted  that  the  Hou-e 
had  full  poweis  to  proceed  to  the  extremity  of  judgment,  and  era 
to  inflict  punishment,  but  he  did  not  considei  ibat  the  sort  of  ei- 
parte  evidence  given  was  sufficient  to  induce  the  House  to  believe 
there  was  that  sort  of  connivance  in  the  Duke  to  justify  theii  in- 
flicting censure  or  punishment. 

The  Solicitor  General  coneideied  that  the  fiist  question 
was,  whether  the  House  should  decide  upon  the  guilt  oi  innocence 
of  his  Royal  Highness ;  and  next,  whethei  an  addiess  ought  to  be 
piesemedto  his  Majesty.  It  appeared  to  him,  that  She  flduse 
should  come  to  a  distinct  defeimmafion  respecting  his  guilt 
or  innocence,  and  also  as  to  the  degree  of  guilt  or  inno- 
cence. He  considei ed,  that  such  an  Addi ess  as  was  proposed  lo 
be  can  icd  up  to  the  Throne,  would  '«ue  been  ao  in  eveisib'e  sen- 
tence of  condemnation  4gainst  his  Rojal,  Highness  foi  moral  and 
political  guilt.  The  woids  of  the.Addiess  were  va;'ue  and  eq Uno- 
cal in  the  highest  degiee.  He  could  not  see,  that  m  morality  or 
in  law  there  was  any  difference  between  connivance  and  participa- 
tion >n  conuption.  If  the  Duke  had  given  commissions  and  mili- 
tary appointments  at  the  lequest  of  Mrs  Claike,  with  a  suspicion 
that  she  leceived  money  for  her  influence,  he  would  have  been  as 
corrupt  as  if  it  was  within  his  knowledge.  He  therefoie  saw  very 
little  difference  between  the  two  Addresses,  and  should  infinitely 
prefer  a  distinct  lesolatiou  being  pioposed  to  the  House.  The 
voting  for  either  of  these  Addiesses  would  be  passing  a  judgment 
from  which  there  would  be  no  appeal,  which  would  be  jecoided 
for  even  which  would  attach  mfamj  to  the  Duke,  and  be  a  seveier 
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punishment  than  stabbing  him  to  the  heart.  (Hear!  hear!) 
if  the  chaise  of  foul  conuption.  was  thus  fixed  apon  him,  how 
could  he  appeal  in  the  army,  or  hold  up  his  head  in  society.2.  He 
thought  that  an  addiess  for  removal  would  be  too  little  if  the  Duke 
was  guilty,  and  too  much  if  he  was  innocent.  He  did  not  deny 
that  the  House  would  be  justified  in  calling  for  lemoval  in  many 
cases,  but  m,  this  case,  what  was  to  be  considered  weie  the  direct 
charges  of  corruption. 

He  then  defended  the  letter  of  the  Duke  of  Yoik  to  the  House, 
•which  he  consideied  as  peifectly  constitutional.  He  considered 
that  no  Biitish  subject  eight  to  be  criminally  punished  either  in 
life,  or  character,  without  being  furnished  with  the  charge  against 
Jnrn  in  writing,  and  without  having  been  heard  in  his  defence,  and 
condemned  by  his  peeis  He  then  went  at  some  length  into  the 
examination  of  the  evidence ;  and  the  sole  question  appeal  ed  to 
him  to  be,  whether  the  Duke  was  privy  to  those  abuses  committed 
by  Mrs.  Clarke  >  He  thought  there  was.  not  a  tittle  of  evidence  to 
shew  that  he  knew  of  her  receiving  money.  The  reason  that  he 
had  discredited  Mrs.  Clarke,  was  not  merely  from  her  character 
and  her  demeanour,  but  from  her  own  account  of  herself. — She 
was  an  Army  Broker,  and  the  trade,  of  Army  Brokers  was  lying 
and  cheating-  ( A  laugh.)—  With  respect  fo  the  piivity  of  the 
Duke,  all  the  other  witnesses  had  contradicted  her.  Neither  Do- 
npvan,  nor  Sandon,  norCorri,  or  any  other  of  her  agents,  believed, 
that  the  t>uke  knew  any  thing  about  the  money.  Mr.  R.  Knight, 
also,  contradicted  her.  Mrs.  Hovendengave  evidence,  that  Mrs. 
Claike  had  talked  to  her  of  "  working  upon  the  Duke's  gopd-na- 
ture."  The  documentary  evidence  did  not  appear  to,  him  to  cor- 
roborate Mrs.  Clarke  with  respect  to  what  only. was  material,  the 
privity  of  the  Duke.  He  then  commented  on  Mrs.  Clai.ke's  letter 
to  Donovan,  which  appeared  to  him  to  prove  fully  that  Mrs. 
Clarke  was  not  an  unwilling  witness,  as  she  had  represented.herself. 
This  would  also  appear  from  her  last  letter  to  Mr.  Adam,  when  she 
stated,  "  that  if  her  request  were  not  attended  to,  she  would  put 
'<  the  letters  into  the  hands  of  Gentlemen  as  obstinate,  but  more 
"  independent  than  the  Duke,* and  who,  fiorn  pique,  would  do 
"  what  he  would  not." 

The  Learned  Gentleman  then  argued  at  great  length  on  the  im- 
probability of  an  illustrious  Prince  of  such  high  rank,  associating" 
with  such  miscreants  as  the  witnesses.  If  he  had  entered  into  so 
foul  a  plot,  he  would  have  chosen  some  supple,  bending,  comply- 
ing agent  fai  his  Military  Seci  etary,  and  not  such  a  man  as  Colonel 
Gordon,  who  had  set  himselfagainst'Army  Brokers.  Very  seveie 
oidei-s  had  been  issued  by  his  Royal  Highness  against  Army  Biokeis 
about  this  very  time,  and  this  was  a  pretty  stiong  proof  that  he 
did  not  then  connive  at  those  foul  practices  which  were  then  trans- 
acted through  the  medium  of  Army  Biokeis. '  Would  he,  in  case 
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his  transactions  were  dishonourable,  have  chosen  one  of  the  most 
honourable  men  in  the  profession  (Mr.  Adam),  to  have  institiittd 
enquires  about  the  conduct  of  Mrs.  Clarke  ?  If  the  Da.ke  had  beets 
conscious  of  privity  in  those  corrupt  practices,  he  would  not  ha  ve 
ventured  to  have  set  her  at  defiance.  If  he  had  not  a  high  sense  of 
the  value  of  honour  and  character,  he  would  not  have  parted  from 
Mrs.  Clarke,  when  he  found  her  character  would  noU>ear  investi- 
gation ;  and  it  was  not  natural  to  suppose  that  a  man  who  at  one 
time  had  so  high  a  sense  of  :he  value  of  character  in  a  woman  living 
nnder  his  protection,  should  at  another  time  think  so  slightly  of 
his  character  as  to  run  the  risk  of  exposure,  if  he  had  not  been 
conscious  of  his  innocence.  . 

In  answer  to  the  observation,  as  to  the  great  length  and  severity 
of  cross-examination  of  witnesses,  and  particularly  Miss  Taylor,  it 
was  done  from. necessity,  to  screw  out  the  truth  from  persons  who 
would  otherwise  have  concealed  it.  Did  not  Sandon  pertinaciously: 
stick  to  a  close  story.?  and  had  it  not  been  that  they  were  in  possession 
of  the  secret  about  the  note,  it  would  have  been  impossible  to  have 
detected  his  falsehood*  and  it  was  by  cross-examination  chiefly 
they  were  enabled  to  effectit.  Besides,  the  cross-examination  of 
witnesses  who  were  against  Mrs.  Clarke,  was  conducted  with  much 
more  harshness,  particularly  Nicholls,  who,  at  the  especial  instance 
of  Mrs.  Clarke,  was  asked  whether  he  had  not  forged  a  will,  and 
whetherhe  -was  not  parted  from  his  wife  on  that  account.  But  it 
seemed  the  cross-examination  of  some  witnesses  was  deemed  harsh,* 
whilst  one  still  much  more  strict  andmbre  offensive  toothers,  was 
not  taken  the  smallest  notice  of.  He  "then  contended,  that  Miss 
Taylor  was  by  no  means  so  clear  an  evidence  as  she  had  been  re- 
presented by  Sir  S.  Romilly  and  others,  for  she  had'said  that  she 
never  knew  Mr.  Clarke  was  in  business;  when  it  was  proved  he 
was  a  stone-mason ;  and  that  she  never  Knew  her  fatter  went  by 
any  other  name  than  Taylor,'  when  it  was  proved  positively  that 
he  W'ent  constantly  at  the  Stock  Exchange  by  the  name  of  Chance. 
He  would  not  detain  the  House  further  than  to  say,  that  the  House 
could  not  then  be  prepared  to  enter  upon  the  question  of  the  Ad- 
dress, in  either  case,  till  they  had  first  determined  the  question  of 
Guilty  or  not  Guilty  of  the  corruption  or  connivance  with  which 
the  Duke  of  York  had  been  charged. — .The  learned  Gentleman 
having  closed  his  speech, 

Lord  Castlereagb  moved,  an  adjournment. — Adjourned  at 
Half-past  Three. 

Tuesday,  March  14. 
On  the  Order  of  the  Day,  being  jead, 

Mr.  W  ynne  said,  he  would  have  offered  himself  to  the  notice 
of  the  House  last  night,  after  the  Honourable  and  Learned  Gentle- 
man who  .closed  tlieiar  proceedings,  had  he  not  perceived  that  they 

were 
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were  trn     „•'  <•-  •»->,.<!       <    uMinonal  observations. 

After  si.'tio ,   ie  o'>)>  <  *  '  •.  '  -  ri»nd- 

meiUs  'vhuh  Lad  ueci  i>  „  i    <  .  .        «   iu     i  <  h 

had  bepu  maue  by  <•  Rulit  !S         i  l       i  "■        i'    t         *  <• 
first  bouuilpii  dut>  or  '.>>;  H  niie  i  >  e  ,  i     •   .     I  1 
ruption,  ano  i\  ine  to  a  do\;  mi 'li^eo.j,  »"  > 
any  further  piocet -I'lgi     'J  L  i'  \\a->  j  dsic  ti  i.-  '  .  i) 

denied,  as  the  House  had  an  undoubted  rurtil  t:i  »••.<*»;  ap  f  line  of 
procedure  they  pleased  ;  and  if  the  vote  to  wuicb  U lous.':  5>j>uld 
come  should  not  render'it  unnecessary,  it  was  ins  wjsii  to  move  a 
Resolution,  that  when  a  complaint  was  made  against  any  Officer  of- 
tlte  Crown,  it  was  competent  for  the  House  to  examine  evidence 
upon  the  subject,  and  come  to  any  resolution  they  thought  proper 
upon  the  subject  without  being  compelled  to  appeal* to-afly  othet 
authority.*  It  was  an  inalienable  right  transmitted  by  our  forefa- 
thers, aDd  supported  by  a  vote  of  the  House  io  the  proceedings  re- 
lative to  the  Duke  of  Lauderdale,  who  had  asserted  in  Council 
that  the  King's  orders  had  equal  authority  with  an" -Act  of  Parlia- 
ment. It  was  likewise  founded  in  leason,  for  no  man  could  deny 
that  a  private  man  had  not,  at  all  times,  a  right  to 'dismiss  his  ser- 
vant upon  his  own  suspicion,  although  he  might  not  be  able  to 
prove  any  specific  charges  against  him.  The  situation  of  Com- 
mander  in  Chief  was  unquestionably  a  public  officer,  and  although 
he  could  not  vote  the  Duke  of  York  guilty  ofthe  charges  which  had- 
been  adduced  against  him  upon. the  evidence  had  been  taken,  yet 
the  circumstances  were  so  strongly  suspicious  against  his  conduct 
that  he  felt  it  his  duty  to  vote  for  having  him  removed  from  his  ex- 
alted  situation.  In  proceedings  by  impeachment,  some  deviation 
had  taken  place  from  former  proceedings.  The  old  law  on  this  sub- 
ject was,  that  the  person  was  accused, generally  of  having  tnisde-* 
meaned  himself  in  his  office,  and  the  several  articles  exhibited  on; 
that  occasion  were  considered  as  so  many  overt  acts,  which  went 
to  su pp'ort  the  general  charge.  But  this,practiee  had  been  changed 
of  late  years,  particularly  in  the  case  of  Mr.  (Tastings,  wherein  the 
High  Court  of  Parliament  bard  decided  upon  each  individual 
charge;  instead  of  drawing  .a  general  conclusion.  To- apply  .this, 
the  case  of  Samuel  Carter  may  be  thought  wrong  in  itself,  and  yet 
not  afford  ground  sufficiently  strong,  whereon  to  found  a  verdict 
of  guilty.  If,  jthen,  there  were  fifty  such,  each  of  them  would  fail 
individually,  although  on  the  whole,  as  taken  together,  his  Royal 
Highness  might  be  thought  to  have  misdemeaned  himself.  There 
was  a  charge,  which,  in  his  judgment,  was  by  far  the  heaviest  of 
any  other,  and  yet  it  was  one  which  could  not  be  made  the  ground 
of  complaint,  in  as  much  as  it  was  incomplete.  He  alluded  to  the 
negociation  of  the  loan  with  Kennet.  If  that  transaction  had  been 
brought,  to  aconclus-ion  by  the  meditated  appointment  of  Rennet, 
that  would  clearly  and  incontestibly  prove  the  charge  of  cornip- 

on. 
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tMh.  In'  flie'firfft'irtstartce,  he  was  refeired  to  Colonel  Taylor,  -the 
Bilked  Secretary ;  on  the  sefcond  interview  he  made-application 
for  S  place,  upon  the  recommendation  of  Sir  Horace  ManW,  over 
Whom,  as  a  notorious  money-lender,  he  might  be  faiily-presurbed 
'to  nave  ail  interest.  The  Dutce  upon  this  applies  in  Ms  'favour  for 
the'placeof  Collector  of  the  Customs  Sarinam."  Now  this 'a-p- 
*ptfcatioh  waS  eith'ermade'but  of  extiaordniaiy  lfigard  for  Sir  fia- 
<Tace  Mann,  '6relse  he  applied  for  what  lie  himself  was  interested 
in  the  procurement  of.  Can  the  former  be  rationally  supposed1' 
What  in  that 'case  wfiuld  have  been  the  natuial  conduct'of  the" 
'sDuke?  Would  "Tie  riot  have  absolutely  refused  to  suffer  the  apph- 
1  cation  fbr  the'place  andthe  negociation  of  the- loan  for  himself  to 
"-rio'dn  together'' '  Bfit' yet  the  thing  did  go  forwaid,  until  it  w^s 
discovered  "fhat-'KeWet  was  an  infamous  character,,  and •  in  Jaet 
wholly  unable  tb -procure  the  loan  he  had  pi  Wrfisdd.  This  then 
was  a  transaction,  which,  taken  «lone,  was  sufficient  to  render  tHe 
Duke  wholly  unfit  to  fill  the  station  of  Commander  in -Chief.   '■  . 

'He  cbiild  hot  agree  with  those  Gentlemen  who  weie  for  putting 
the  testimony  of  Mrs.  Clarke  entirely  out  of  the  question ,  but  do- 
ing so,  for  the  sake  of  argument,  he  contended,  that  enough  of 
evidence  remainedLto  satisfy  any  person  to  the  extent  he  went. 
Miss  Taylor's  evidence  was  admitted  by  a  Right  Honourable  Gen- 
tleman to  be  unsuspected  and  worthy  of  credit,  and  he  considered 
it  as  at  least  another  ground  for  grave  suspicion.  He  vindicated 
the  answers  of  Miss  Taylor  to  the  questions  put  to  her  respecting 
her  father  and  mother,  and  in  answer  to  what  was  said  by  the  So- 
lieitor'Gerieral  last  night,  maintained,  that  the  House  ttas  aveise 
to  nothing  but  examining  lier  upon  delicate  and  irrelevant  points, 
alld  that  the'questions  put  to  Mr.  Nicholls  were  not  parallel  to  her 
case,  as  they  went  diiectly  to  impeach  his  credibility. 

Independent  of  both  Mrs.  Cfai"ke's  and  Miss  Tayloi's  evidence,- 
the  documents  and  letters  on  the  table  pioved,  that  in  six' in*- 
stances  the  Puke  of  York  had  allowed ''Mis.  Clarke  to  use  her  in- 
fluence in  appointments  ofvaitous  descnptions.  He  excepted 
Shaw's,  as  there  veie  applications  -from  othei  cjuaiters,  and  also 
the  exchange  between  Brooke  and  Knight.  The  first  case  was  that 
ofCiavering,  wheVe  it  appealed,  fiom  the  Duke's  own  letter,  that 
Mrs.  Clarke  was  permitted  to  mfei  feie  even  in  the  disposal  of  a  re-  . 
giment.  The  second  was  Tonyn's,  and  he  was  moie  s'ui  prised  Is 
hear  the  Right' Honourable  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
doubt  the  authenticity  of  >  what  was  called  the  Mysterious  Note, 
than  he  would  have  been  at  the  scep;icism  of  any  other  Honoura- 
ble "Member  of  that  House.  For  he-recollected  that  Right  Ho- 
nourable Gentleman  in  his  professional  capacity  as  Attorney  :Ge- 
ireral,  to'hold  a  diametrically  opposite  opinion  in  the  case  of  an 
Irish'  Judge  (Johnson),  where  the  only  proof  of  the  libel  rested 
«n  the  comparison  of  handwriting.   Without  the  note,  howevei, 
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the  case  was  sufficiently  proved.  T-he  third  point'  was  Saimtel 
Caiter's  commission,  and  he  would  baie  been  as;  wflhni'to  pass 
over  this  pait  of  the  subject  as  any  of  the-Gentlenien  <m  either 
side,  bad  it  uot  aftoided  -o  convincing  a  pioof  of  t'.ie  influence  of 
Mrs  Claike,  who  could  pievail  on  the  Commandei  Hi  Chief  to 
take  a  peison  fiom  behind  hei  chan,  and  getting  the  better  of  all 
the  scruples  he  must  have  ft  It  on  the  occasion,  reflecting  bow 
it  would  be  leteived  b)  the  army  to  bestow  a  commission  upon 
him.  The  excellent  conduct  of  that  youn^  man  would,  he 
hoped,  now  pi  event  him  fiom  tcceiving  anv  lnju'^  fiom  the  low- 
jiess  of  his  origin,  but  let  any  Gentleman  put  it  to  himself  hovy  he 
would  have  liked  a  person,  ta'<en  fiom  waiting  behnid  the  chair,  of 
going  behind  the  carnage  of  such  a  woman  as  Mrs.  Clarke,  to  be 
made  a  companion  foi  his  son  Dr  O'Meaia's  was  the.  fourth  in- 
stance, and  if  one  was  woise  than  another,  this  was  that  one.  The 
Pay niastei ship  to  Elderton  was  the  fifth  cleaily  proven  ;  and  the 
last  was  the  appointment  of  Dowlei  to  the  Commissi lat.  The 
Honouiable  Gentleman  went  into  an  elimination  of  the  evidence 
m  this  laitei  ca-e,  and  argued,  that  it  was  completely  established 
that  the  appointment  was  piocuml  tlnough  Mrs.  Claike 

These  being  his  opinions  fiom  the  wnUen  documents,  his  vote 
■would  be  the  same  weie  Mrs  Claike's  evidence  totally  eiased'fiom 
the  minutes.  What  would  be  the  effect,  the  Honourable  Gentle- 
man asked,  if  the  Duke  icmained  in  his  situation  ^  If  ever  ano- 
ther woman  should  be  m  Mrs  Claike's  situation,  she  would  think 
hesseli>utitled  to  the  same  influence;  and  if  ever  this  should  be 
the  case,  the  Honouiable  Member  contended  that  she  had  better 
sell  that  influence  than  give  it;  foi  a  deseiving  officer  might  be 
tempted  to  give  hei  a  sum  of  money,  and  have  done  with  her ;  but 
he  could  not  be  veiy  worthy  of  the  situation,  who  was  intimate 
enough  with  such  a  woman  to  obtain  his  pi  emotion  gratuitously. 

Upon  the  whole,  the  Honouiable  Membei  was  of  opinion,  that 
theie  were  sufficient  giounds  to  address  his  Majesty  foi  flieiemoval 
of  the  Duke  of  Yoik  .  the  cases  of  influence  which  had  been  pioved 
weie  sufficient,  and  the  gencial  nofoiiets  that  by  means  so  infa- 
mous piorootion  might  he  obtained,  was  a  safficient  ground. 
Theie  was  but  one  way  of  pioceeding,  and  that  was  the  letirement 
of  the  Duke  of  York  The  Addiess  onginally  pioposed,  the  Ho- 
nourable Member  thought,  stated  moic  decidedly  than  was  pioved, 
the  Duke's  knowledge  of  the  pccumai)  advantage  which  had  beea 
deuved  thiough  Mis  Clarke's  influence  ,  but  there  weie  so  many 
grounds,  upon  which  the  notoriety  of  that  influence  was  appaient, 
that  he  should  not  hesitate~to  vote  for  the  Honouiable  Meinbet's 
(Mr.  Bankes's)  Amendment. 

*Mr.  CaoKER.  said,  as  the  piesent  discussion  was  protracted,  the 
difficulties  seemed  to  inciease  Tie  wished  he  had  had  an  oppor- 
tunity last  night,  at  the  closs  of  the  speech  of  the  Honourable 
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Baronet,  of  addressing  iiimself  to  the  House,  because  these  were 
somcparticular  expressions  tf>  which  he  wished  to  have  alluded. 
The  Honourable  Baronet  had  been  pleaded  to  favour  Gentlemen 
on  that  side  of  the  House  with  a  lit  tie  ac1  vice.  He  should  be  sorry 
to  presume  to  intrude  his  advice,  but  if  he  might  venture  to  give 
an  opinion,  the  Honourable  Baronet  was  not  quite  so  successful  in 
his  pleasantly  as  he  had  heard  him  when  he  adopted  a  more  grave 
and  senous  tone.  The  Honoui able  Baionet  had  thi own  out  many 
things  against  the  Gentlemen  of  the  Law.  he  was  right  in  doing 
so;  lie  did  wisely  in  attempting  to  depieciate  them.  He  said  the 
profession  ot  the  law  had  so  abused  the  inferences  to  be  diawn  in 
this  case,  that  he  could  not  come  to  a  right  decision.  He  would 
ask  that  Honourable  Baronet  sv  nether  the  independence  of  the  pro- 
fession of  the  law,  was  not  equal  to  the  piofession  of  a  candi- 
date'— (A  loud  laugh) — It  might  be  laughed  at,  but  if  they  were 
to  take  any  opinion  upon  this  question,  they  weie  more  likely  to 
have  sound  argument,  just  inferences,  and  legal  decision,  from 
those  who  had  exercised  their  lives  in  Westminster  Hall,  than 
from  those  w  ho  exercised  their  talents  upon  the  hustings. — (Hear  / 
hear  !) 

During  the  examination,  a  circumstance  had  been  mentioned 
which  involved  the  tiame  of  the  Honouiable  Baionet,  which  he 
did  not  himself  believe;  but  as  he,  Sir  Francis,  had  not  explained, 
Vior  contradicted  it  to^the  House  in  the  course  of  bis  speech,  he 
should  state  the  circumstance,  merely  that  the  Honourable  Baronet 
should  explain,  although  it  was  his  firm  belief  that  Honourable 
Afeuciber  bad  never  made  the  offer  to  Mrs  Clark,  which  he  be- 
lieved "-he  had  pretended.  When  Mr  Donovan  was  under  ex- 
amination,, .he  mentioned,  under  an  apparent  agitation  of  spirits, 
that  Mrs.  Qaik  told  him  that  she  had  been  promised  four  thousand 
pounds  by  the  Honourable  Baronet  foi  the  papers  in  her  possession, 
w'tiii'h  *he,iefused  to  give  up  under  ton  thousand  pounds  ,  but  Mrs. 
Clarke  in  her  examination  denied  having  evei  been  made  such  an 
oflei,  01  having  mentioned  it  to  Mi  Donovan;  but  m  her  lettei  to 
Adam,  alu  said,  that  if  her  terms  were  not  compiled  with, 
she  would  dchvci  all  the  letteis  in  he.  possession  to  two  Gentle- 
men, without  naming  them,  howevei,  but  whom  she  stated  to  be 
as  positive  and  independent  as  the  Duke.  That  was  a  fact  of  some 
impuitance,  and  he  trusted  the  Honourable  Baronet  would  inform 
the  House  whether  he  was  one  of  the  Gentlemen  then  alluded  to. 

After  the  many  able  speeches  wliu-h  had  ahead,  been  made,  it 
was  not  his  intention  to  go  ovei  all  the  evidence,  he  should  only 
men  tit  11  such  pai  t«  as  weie  sti  rkmg.  The  conduct  of  Mrs.  Claike 
appeared  to  htm  to  he  lnfunous  and  detestable  in  the  highest  c!e- 
giee,  and  't  was  a  ..iattei  of  astonishment  that  some  Gentlemen 
should  take  so  much  pains  to  make  hei  testimony  appeal  to  advar- 
tage.    She  was  pei  feetiy  aware  thittiie  evidence  of  an  accomplice, 

volunui  i'y 
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vohwtaril)  gnen,  would  be  received  with  great  caution,  and  oh'' 
that  account  she  pietended  to  give4ier  evidence  on  ail  occasions' 
with  great  leluctanee,  in  ord'ti  to  give  it  gi eater  weight! 'arid 
t'ucieby  H<»v  op  the  ilanie  of  the  ptosec'ution,  fiom  the  most  ma- 
licious and  levensjeful  motives'    That  liei  testimony  might  has  e 
the  gieatei  weight,  she  had  not  even  heeitated  to  contradict  the'* 
Honourable  Gentleman  who  btought  forward  the  charges,  toh.s 
face  -She  pietended  that  the  letteis  taken  away  from  her  him 
weie  taken  much  against  her  consent,  which  could  not  be  the  .?.'-;«-,' 
because  they  did  not  at  all  lelate  to  the  conduct  of  the  Duke  i.t" 
^  oik,  but  mentioned  only  the  Queen  and  two  Deannes.  1  Thojse" 
letteis,  howevei,  the  Honourable  Member  produced,  and  he  vrc»s_ 
extremely  happy  at  the  encumstance,  because,  in  his  opinion, 
they  gave  a  death  blow  to  the  whole  piosecution.    They  were  dated' 
m  the  morth  of  December'  1808,  upwards  of  two  years  after  she 
bad  separated  from  his  Royal  Highness,  and  evidently  proved  that" 
at  that  vei\  moment  she  was  cat  tjiug  on  a  corrupt  traffic,  when 
she  could  tiave  no  possible  influence  with  the  Duke  of  YofK 
Being  asked  whether  she  made  use  of  the  Duke  of  Yoik's  raftfe  in 
these  tiansacti  >ns,  she  said  no;  but  that  people  might  believe 
that  she  had  some  influence  with  h'n.    The  audit 1  ty  of  the 
witness,"  which  had  been  teimed  flippancy,  was  'scandalous  and 
disgiaceful 

Colonel  Gordon,  the  Noble  Lord  and  the  worthy  Baronet  said,' 
had  kept  back  a  letter  connected  with  the  charge  regarding  Colo- 
nels Knight  and  Biooke  The  fact,  however,  \',as,  that  this  letter 
had  iefeience  puncipally  to  another  com  miss.'  n,  V.nd  was,  of  course,* 
put  up  among  a  difleient  collection  of  >anei>.  The  pei'ci)  matks 
weie  also  objected  to,  as  imp!}  >ng  something  wroi.gii'  the  conduct 
of  Colonel  Gordon.  Weie  not  pencil  marks,  however,  more* 
eas'ilv  effaced  than  wntmg,  and  as  the.  were  supposed \.>  militate* 
against  the  Duke  of  Yoik  lather  than  for  him,  if  Colonel  Gordon 
had  not  been  a  man  of  the  strictest  honour,  might  they  not  have 
been  erased,  h  was  nett  objected  against  Colouel  Goidon,  that 
he  had  kept  Captain  Maling,  whom  he  saw  every  day,  out  of  view,' 
and  jotioouced  a"otber  Captain  Maling  in  his  stead.  Was  it  net 
a  fact,  however,  that  the  Captain  Maling  about  whom  the  lnymrv 
was  made,  was  stated  to  be  a  Captain  m  the  African  Coips,  said, 
with  a  sneer,  tob'  commanded  by  his  Royal  Highness's  Private 
Secretary'  Mi  Maling,  in  Colonel  Gordon's  Office,  had  not  had 
three  rapid  promotions  ,  he  \\  as  uot  in  the  Afi  ican  Coi  ps  He  had 
nevei  been  a  clerk  of  Mr  Gieen wood's.  To  him,  therefore,  it 
was  impossible  fin  Colonel  Goidon  to  suppose  that  the  inquiry  re- 
*f  erred. 

Having  vindicated  Colonel  Gordon,  the  Honourable  Member 
proceeded  to  declai  e  that  there  was  not  an  expression  used  by 
Mrs.  Ciaike  which,  was  not  incontrovertibly  false.   Her  evidence 
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was  one  of  these  media,  by  which  even  facts  weie  fo  changed  as 
to  become  the  mote  hideous.  The  Honourable  Baionot  bad  com- 
pared l>er  testimony  to  a  drama.  It  was  so.  Theie  was  plot  m  it — 
there  ;was  fancy  m  it~theie  was  tuck  111  it.  tie  i  ad  --aid  that  .she  ' 
might  as  well  be.  supposed  capable  of  writing  Ibetia^edy  of  Mac- 
bgtti  as  of  inventing  the  evident  e  she  had  giveu  at  this  Bai.  Theie' 
was  indued  gri  at  invention  in  the  whole  cow  se  of  her  pioceedinu* » 
and  wh.le  the  tiagedy  alluded  to  intioduced  spirits  winch  Weie  m- 
te.nded  to  mipiove  the  heaitand  tolead  on  to  virtue,  Mis.  Claike's 
diama  intioduced  a  nest  of  haipies,  whose  business  was  to  contami- 
nate, defile,  and  destiny  the  object  of  hei  levenge.  She  stated, 
that  a  message  had  been  sent  to  her  by  the  Duke  of  York,  the. 
heftier  of  which  was  his  confidential  friend,  and  on  being  asked  who 
tins  .confidential  fut'iid  was'  well  piepared  foi  the  question,  she 
aiisweied — One  Taylor,  a  shoe- maker  m  Bond  Stieet — What  was 
the  object  of  this  but  to  lepresout  that  his  Royal  Highness  had 
taken  into  his  confidence  such  a  wretch  that.  The  insinuation 
was  shocking  and  detestable,  but  what  must  the  House  think,  if  it 
should  be  false,  and  as  it  actually  turned  out.  that  fLis  message 
had  keen  letmned  by  a  mes'engci  ofherovui.  Ke  asked  if  the 
honor  which  must  be  felt  at  such,  a  statement,  must  not  light  on 
the  .head  that  contrived  it  >  Again,  she  was  asked,  why  the  Duke 
of  Yoik  parted  with  her  ?  Her  answer  v/as,  because  she  icfused,  as 
a  defence  against  her  debts,  to  plead  her  coverture,  flei  lawyer, 
however,  tailed,  and  ou  the  question  being  put  to  him,  his 
answer  was,  that  she  had.  pleaded  her  coveituie,  and  after  that  the 
Duke  was  so  hurt  that  he  could  not  live  with  her.  These  we,e  con- 
tradictions which  went  to  the  veiy  charges  brought  against  the 
Duke  of  York.  It  was  more  abhonent  to  his  (Mi .  Crokei's)  feel- 
jogs  to  hear  vice  complimented,  that  even  to  hear  virtue  traduced. 
It  was  more  against  morality.  When  we  set  vice  in  a  car,  weak 
minds  are  led  along  and  wish  to  follow  it  at  last  The  instructions 
■which  s.he  alleged  she  had  received  from  his  Royal  Highness,  "  If 
you  are  clever  yon  need  never  want  money — you  have  more  interest 
th,"j!  the  Queen,"  More  infamous,  rcoie  detestable,  moieavan- 
cious  sentiments  were  never  uttered  (Hear!  hear  .'J.  He  was 
glad  to  be  cheered  ;  he  hoped  they  would  cheei  him  again  when  he 
came  to  the  catastrophe,  and  pouied  it  on  the  head  of  Mis.  Claike. 
Tho-e  instructions  weie  stated  to  have  been  uiven  her  when  she 
began  to  getinto  tiouble,  and  \et  it  appealed  fiom  the  dates,  that 
the  cases  ofT'on^n,  8pcddin«,  &c  all  took  place  withm  two 
months  of  her  going  to  leside  in  Gloucester  Place  She  pietondcd 
to  say,  that  Colonel  Waidle  had  piomised  not  to  mention  the  case 
-of  San'iielCai  ter.  It  she  had  felt  regret  at  this  cncumstance,  why- 
degrade  him  with  the  name  of  foot-boy.  The  commission  in  favour 
of  this  young  man  was  dated  the  twenty-fust  of  Maich,  180J,  and 
though  Mrs  Claike  could  not  so  far  xecollect  dates  as  to  state  when 
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he>  acquaintance  commenced  with  so"  insignificant  a  being  as  the 
Duke  of  York,  it  was  a  fact  that  she  did  not  begin  to  reside  in 
Gloucester  Place,  till  the  eighteenth  of  that  very  month.  Captain 
Sutton  too,  it  was  to  be  lemarked,  was  alive  at  the  time,  and,  as 
the  father  or  protector  of  the  lad,  returned  thanks  to  the  Puke  of 
York,  for  his  commission.  As  to  the  case  of  Major  Tonyn,  he 
asked  if  it  was  effected  by  the  inteicstof  Mrs  Claike,  how  jt  hap- 
pened, that  she  could  not  make  Speddiug,  from  whom  she  was  to 
have  got  two  hundred  pounds  niore  than  from  Tonyn.  The  fact 
was,  that  theie  were  m  the  gazette  announcing  Tonyn's  appoint- 
ment two  bundled  names,  and  this  was  the  only  one  in  which  she 
had  any  inteiest  bhakept,  as  it  were,  her  lottery  insurance,  and 
this  was  the  only  pi  ue  diawn  Yet  in  spite  of  all  this,  the  Duke 
of  Yoik  ts  lepie-eHted  <is  one  of  the  most  woman  linden  ruffians  ih 
the  kingdom.  (A  lough  J  This  is  their  argument,  but,  if  guilty, 
he  deseives  moie  ,  if  innocent,  let  us  not  be  ashamed  of  saying  so. 

The  Honourable  "Gentleiua'u  proceeded  to  notice  the  cases  of 
Elderton,  Colo.ief  Fa\loi  diid  Captain  Tucker,  in  the  twp  former 
of  which,  he  argued,  that  Mrs.  Claike  bad  nothing  to  say,  and 
that  the  last  vas  a  mcie  fabrication,  lie  next  alluded  to  the  ca^e 
of  Captain  Shaw,  and  stated,  that  so  far  fi  om  this  officer  being 
placed  on,half  pay  thiough  her-tneans,  the  veiy  day  he  was  so  re- 
duced, was  thu  last  day  on  which  Mis.  Claike  had  seen  the  face  of 
his  liojal  Highness.  Who,  theietoie,  Would  believe,  that  at  the 
veiy  moment  he  was  parting  with. tier  for  ever,  he  would  at  her 
instigation  commit  the  most  detestable  act  of  his  life*,  supposing  it 
to  have  been  done  to  gratify  her  tevenge.  Having  gone  through' 
the  different  cases  he  alluded  to  the  case  of  Mrs.  Claike's  brother 
who  held  a  commission  m  the  army,  and  fiom  whom  when  she 
wished  tor  any  tavour,  she  did  not  apply  to  the  Duke,foi  it,  but  em- 
ployed Captain  Sandon  to  negociate  for  it.  From  a  view  of  the 
whole  of  her  evidence,  he  would  aquit  the  Duke  of,aIl  pai  ticipatioff 
Oi  corrupt  connivance  ;  but  he  was  so'i  ry  indeed  to  say,  he  could* 
not  give  him  au  unqualified  acquittal ,  he  could  not  give  him  such:' 
a  triumphant  tote  as  he  would  have  wished,  when  he  consideied*' 
that  he  had  deigned  even  to  answer  sb  vile  and  profligate  a  woman,* 
with  respect  to  the  advancement  of  Geneial  Claveung  ;  he  could' 
not  help  ccnsidetmg 'ueh  conduct  as  in  some  degree  culpable, 
though  at  the  same  time,  lie  could  never  think  this  circojnstance 
ought  to  weigh  with  him  to  pionounce  an  unqualified  condemna- 
tion. Wheu  he  said  this,  lie  spoke  with  as  fan  an  mtention'as' any* 
man  in  the  House  ;  he  would  preset  ve  a  pioper  consciousness  of 
the  importance  of  character,  and  scorned  to  dishonour  his  life  as 
he  would  do  if  influenced  m  the  vote  which  he  would  give  by  any 
undue  consideration.  He  hoped  then,  though  he  was  a  lawyei, 
the  purity  of  Ins  indentions  would  pa^s  unquestioned,^  he  was" 
certainly  very  far  from  doubting  the  sincerity  of  those  0:1  the  op- 
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posite  side  of  the  House  who  difteicd  from  him  in  opinion.  -When 
he  said  this,  he  with  pain  observed  that  the  resolution  of  his  Right 
Honourable  Fjiend  did  not  go  to  attach  sufficient  blameto  the  ac- 
cused; but  with  respect  to  the  lesolutionoftheHonourableGentfe- 
man  opposite  (Mr.  Bankes)  he  should  have  little  hesitation  in  his 
choice,  he  should  certainly  piefer  the  Address  of  his  Right  Honour- 
ablefriend  (the  Chancellorof  the  Exchequer),  because  he  wished  to 
gdboldlv  up  to  the  throne,  and  pi  onounee  his  opinion,  and  shew  that 
he  dared  to  do  so,  and  not  basely  compromise  his  feelings    If  the 
Duke  of  York  ought  to  be  removed,  suiely  the  House  would  not 
be  afiaid  to  say  so  (Hear,  hear).    The  middle  way,  however, 
which  the  Honouiable  Gentleman  piopo^ed,  in  his  mind,  was 
not  fit  for  the  House  to  adopt.    He  d'd  not  eJipect  it  fiom  the 
pompous  opening  of  the  Honouiable  Gentleman  ;  it  was  indeed, 
"  Parturivnl  monies  et  nascilur  nduului  mus,"  "  the  mountains 
labour,  and  the  mouse  is  bom  1"  What,  after  their  long  examina- 
tion, and  the:i  daily  and  nightly  discussions  (for  indeed  they  had 
blended  day  and  night),  were  they  at  last  to  end  by  hesitation,  or 
fuppobition,  01  doubt'  Yet  such  was  the  mode  which  the  Honour- 
able Gentleman  s  Amendment  went  to  i.dopt  (Hear,  hear).  What 
did  this  Addu-ss  do"'    Why,  it  meieh  went  to  shew  what  nobody 
wanted  to  know — that  the  King  had  the  power  of  dismissing  his 
Connniandei  in  Clntf    If,  indeed,  the  question  was,  which  would 
be  piefei  red,  \*.e  Address  of  the  Honourable  Mover,  or  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  Honourable  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  Bankes),  he 
would  vote  foi  the  Ackhess,  because  he  thought  it  went  stiaight 
forward,  without  any  ambiguous  alternative    The  t"vo  Gentle- 
men, however,  piofessed  a  kind  of  agreement,  and  jet  even  in 
that  they  difiered    What  end  was  the  House  to  e\pecttoit> 
*' Who  tan  decide  when  doctois  disagiee?"    He  would  vote  for 
the  Resolutions,  because  they  stood  as  a  foundation  wheieon  to 
build  an  Address,  and  this  should  be  the  esse  wheie  an  Addrets 
of  congratulation  3nd  condoiement'  was  to  be  piescnted  (a  hud 
laugh.)    Gentlemen  might  laugh,  and  he  knew  well  with  what 
suspicion  eveiy  thing  which  carn,e  ftom  one  of  his  country  was  le- 
eeived,  but  here  he  would  contend  he  was  right ;  the'Addiess  was 
one  of  congratulation  that  the  Duke  was  not  guilty  of  comiption, 
and  of  condoiement,  that  an v  cause  whatever  should  have  given 
speciousness  to  such  a  charge — (Hear!  /tear/)    lie  wou'd  vote 
for  the  Resolutions  also,  because  the  House  n  .J,ht  give  its  opinion 
on  them  leriatun— they  might  know  what  load  they  weie  taking, 
ahd select  a  proper  cairiage :  surely,  it  would  be  very  preposterous 
for  a  paity  who  had  agreed  to  go  to  Greenwich  by  water,  to  take 
a  coach  for  theii  conveyance — (a  ta\igh  .')  and  yet  such  wasithe  ab- 
surdity to  which  the  Amendment  reduced  Members.    It  went  to 
attach  gtoiR,  and  yet  could  not  tell  why.    The  number  of  questions 
now  before  the  House  were  .simplified,  by  the  Resolutions,  knd  so 
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perplexed  and-  multifarious  were  the  questions,  that  he  .would  not 
lie  .surpused  if  they  confounded  even  the  characteristic  acutenesg 
of  the  Lear.ned  Member  who  filled  the  Chair.  The  only  question 
now  was,  whether  they  would  vote  for  the  Resolutions  or  the  Ad- 
dressf  -and  he  would  adopt  the  Resolutions,  if  it  was  only  to  avoid 
ewifuston,  if  they  were  to  die,  he,  like  Ajax,  would  exclaim, 
"  let  us  die  in  the  light."  The  adoption  of  the  Address,  instead  of 
the  Resolutions,  would  go  todemolish  ail  the  land- marks  by  which 
their  opinion  was  to  be  guided.  Let  the  country  look  to  .their  de- 
cision-; he  would  not  be  ashamed  oratiaid  that  they  should  view 
his;  thev  should  see  in  hini  no  ambiguity,  no  compromise;  and 
when  he  letuined  to  his  constituents,,  he  should  not  shrink  fiom 
their  cntisicm  on  his  Paihamentaiy  conduct.  He  would  then  vote 
on  each  of  the  Resolutions  one  by  one;  fust,  was  the  Duke  of 
Yoik  coi  rupt,  or  not  ?  Next,  did  he  connive,  or  not  >  Next,  should 
he  be  dismissed;  or  not.  (Hear  /  hear!  hear!)  Thus  the  coun- 
try would  have  a  clear  list  made  out  foi  them — the  red  and  the 
black — >the  patriot  and  the  com  tier — liable  to  no  obscuntv,  no 
misrepresentation.  This  was  the  plain  and  pioper  method,  to 
■stand  in  open  sunshiue  befoie  the  countty,  and  not  cast  a  mist  be- 
fore the  eyes  of  their  constituents  to  delude  them 

Sir  Frakcis  Buudett  rose  to  explain.  He  felt  disposed  to  gra- 
tify even  the  curiosity  of  the  Honourable  Member,  however  disor- 
deily  he  might  be.  He  could  noc  help  remaikmg  that  the  Ho- 
nouiable  Gentleman  had  .put  the  question  m  so  pointed  a  way, 
and  with  as  much  significance  as  if  it  weie  reasonable  to  suspect 
him  of  having  lecourse  to  the  Tieasury  to  paj  this  sum  of  four 
thousand  pounds,  instead  of  making  so  considerable  a  sacrifice  of 
bispiivate  pmpeity  in  attempting  todiscovei  and  detect  public- 
abuses.  He  was  not  certainly  verv  anxious  to  defend  him- 
self fiom  the  charge  of  having  offered  such  a  sum  of  monej  for 
Mis.  Claike's  papers,  as  that  money  must  have  been  his  own  pm- 
peity, and  as  the  motive  could  only  be  to  bring  to  light  a  public 
offender.  If,  howevei,  the  Honouiable  Gentleman  was  impojtu- 
nafe  on  this  subject,  and  if  he  was  not  satisfied  with  the  eyide.ncn 
alieadv  before  the  House,  he  could  assuie  him,  in  addition  to  that 
evidence,  in  the  most  i-olemn  manner,  that  no  such  offer' on' his 
part  to  Mrs.  Claike  had  ever  taken  placje,  nor  had  any  circum- 
stance of  that  nature  evei  occurred  \ 

Mr  Croker  was  convinced  fiom  the  beginning  that  th'e>Ho- 
jaourable  Baronet  had  made  no  such  offer,  nor  bad  he  ever  enter- 
tained foramoment  any  doubt  on  that  subject.  He  had  men- 
tioned the  circumstance  only  to  shew  how  little  reliance  was  to 
be  placed  on  Mrs.  Clarke's  evidence,  when  she  had  made  this  as- 
sertion fo  Donovan,  and  had  certainly  expected  that  the  Honoura- 
ble Baionet  would  have  noticed  the  circunistante  jn.hjs  speech  of 
last  night,-  .  "  . 

*  "  "  Mr. 
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Mr.  H-  Martin  was  of  opinion,-,  that  if  the  truth  were  toxbe  sa- 
crificed to  the  pleasantries  and  witty  sallies  of  the  Honourable 
Member  (Mr.  Croker),  there  would  be  little  left  wheieon  to  burld 
a  free,  impartial,  and  serious  discussion  The  Honourable  Gen- 
tleman had  stated,  in  fact,  a  number  of  abstiact  positions  which 
never  had  been  and  never  could  be  recognized  by  that  House:  He 
did  not  conceive  that  a  proceeding  instituted  before  them  m  their 
Parliamentary  capacity,  could  with  any  degree  of  correctness  be 
assimilated  to  one  in  a  ciimnial  Couit.  On  this,  as  well  as  on 
eveiy  such  occasion,  he  wished  that  they  should  adhere  to  the 
rules  of  their  ancestois.  How  could  the  Addiessor  t be  Amend* 
ment  of  the  Honourable  Gentleman  below  him  be  described  as  a 
.sentence  of  condemnation.  It  was  the  high  puvilege  of  that 
House  to  take  cogtrzauce  at  all  times  of  the  conduct  of  great  pub- 
lic officeis  ,  and  if  any  one  doubted  the  fact,  he  would  refer  him  to 
periods  when  the  principles  of  the  Constitution  were  at  least  as 
as  well  understood  as  they  weie  at  this  day.  This  was  the  ca^e 
upon  the  celebrated  examination  relating  to  the  Paitition  Tieatv, 
when  documents  and  evidence  weie  heard  at  the  Bar,  and  the 
House  voted  an  Address  to  his  Majesty  toiemove  Loid  Someis, 
and  two  other  Lords,  from  his  presence  and  councils.  The  Howe 
did  what  was  their  duty  in  censuring  public  functionaries,  who 
had  disgraced  themselves.  They  went  fuither,  and  v.oted  an  im- 
peachment. ( Hear  !  hear  !  from  the  ministerial  Benches  J  A 
Learned  Gentleman  had  stated,  the^  might  as  well  stab  the  Du'-e 
of  York  to  the  heart,  as  pass  a  vote  to  leraove  his  Uo\al  Highness 
fiom  the  command  of  the  army  But  what  was  theie  to  distinguish 
the  case  of  the  Duke  fiom  that  of  any  other  peison  convicted  of 
snnilai  misconduct1  Had  LoidSomers  no  feelings  upon  that  oc- 
casion 5  Was  not  fhat  great  man  entitled  to  as  much  defeience 
and  indulgence  as  his  Ro)al  Highness  5  He  lecogni/ed  no  dis- 
tinction-between  the  Duke  of  York  and  any  othei  subject  whose 
couduct  might  fall  u:ide>-  theii  investigation.  It  was  not  only  the 
rightbut  the  bcunden  duty  of  the  Ho\ise  to  act  as  they  had  done. 
They  weie  not  to  <acrifice  their  puviieges  out  of  zie-pect  for  this 
or  that  person.  But  it  was  said,  if  the  Dukc-ofYoik  be  gmlh, 
whv  not  impeach  him  at  once'  Wheie  the  punishment  was  com- 
mensurable to  the  offence  (though  he  could  not  consider  it  in  this 
instance  as  a  punishment,  but  a  precaution,  he  did  not  think  it 
necessary  to  have  recourse  to  the  severe  punishment ) 

With  respect  to  the  inconsistences  .imputed  to  Mrs.  Clarke,  -in 
her  evidenee,  he  could  discover  no  greater  improbabilities  in  her 
statement,  respecting  the  Duke  of  York,  than  what  Iter  letters 
proved.  It  was  upon  her  testimony,  corroborated  by  that  of  two 
other  persons,  that  induced  him  to  give  the  vote  he  should.  These 
two  persons  w?re  Miss  Taylor  and  Mr.  Dowler.  The  evidence  of 
the  former  was  so  unimpeachable,  that  he  should  not  take  up  the 
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-tiuie-pf,  tfe*  House  fa  making  any  comments,  on*  itu  ,  TbeJetfidetice' 
ol  rDowIci  also  appealed  to  him  to  be  incontrovertible.  It-was  ob- 
iectt:d  to  him  that  he  had  not'spoke  out  faiHy  on  'the  subject  of  fait' 
i 'teivtews.^itb- Mrs.  Clarke;  that  he  had  concealed  the  fact  of- 
h is  having  parsed'  the  night  with  her.'  But  was  the  question  ever- 
aslv#d,hiei  >  and  if  it  weie  not,  was  it  to  be  expectedthatire  would 
be  «o  lost  to  all  sense  of  decency,  as  to  come  to  that  Bar  and-make 
a  voluntary  avowal  that  became  there  teeluug  fiom  tbearms  <ef  a> 
harlot  ? .  But  the  ca^e  of  this,  Gentleman  was  one  of  the'strongest 
which  had  been  biought  forwald  against  the  Duke  of  Y'Ortt.  It  if* 
ioidedl  mefiagable  proofs  of  the  inlluence  -which  Mrs?  Clarke 
eseicised  over  him.  It- proved  that  that  influence  not  only  ex- 
'ended  .to  Ins  particular  patronage,  but  that  it  was  strong  enough 
to  send  him  foraging  to  other  offices.  '  An  endeavour  was  made-  to 
raise  an  alarm,  lest  that  House  should  submit  totfae  influence  of 
popular  clamour.  By  whom  was  this  alaim  expressed?  by  those 
veiy  servants  of  the  Ciown,  who  scaicely  t«o  feais  ago,  not  Only- 
threatened  the  parliament,  within  those  walls,  with  what  tbey.- 
ealled  an  appeal  to  the -sense  of  the  people;  fan t.  afterwards  veir- 
tured  to  carry  that  menace  into  effect.  /Loud  crm  of  -  heat  ! 
hear  !  hear  '!•*)■  Andat  what  moment  did  they  new  d«pfeeate  po- 
pular influence?  .not'until  they  sa.v._tha  effect  of  the  course  which- 
was  adopted'upon-their  own  recommendation  ;  not.  till  they  found 
the  current  of .  the  public  mind  setting  against  their  .object*;, a  eiuv 
rent'strtun.  motion  by  that  puhhcity  of  ..the  proceedings  on  this 
subject,;  wiiich  they  professed  it  their  strenuous,  desire;  to-  have 
disseminated  in  eveiy  part  of  the  kingdom.  Although  anxious.for 
the!  deliberate  and  unbiassed  judgment  of  that  House;  he  still 
would  on^ll  occasions  be  swayed  by  mind,  and  not  by  situation. 
In  this- country,  he  ti'usted  the  time  would  never  arrive  whenl-hese 
fsubho  feelings  woujd  be  disregarded..  On  this  occasion  be  felt- 
hitmel/  bound  to  coincide  with  the  opinion  of  the  people,  and 
thetefoie  was  determined,  in  the  face  of  his  Countiy  and  his  God, 
to  give  Ins  vote  in  favour  of  the  original  Addiess  ( Rear  /  hear .' ).. 

The  Solicitor.  GiNEHAL  in  explanation  stated,  that  he  never 
did  say  that  they  might  as  -well  stab  the  Duke  of  York  to  the  heart 
as  lemove  him  fiom  the  command  of  the  armyj  his  assertion 
was,  that  to. fix i  npon  him  a  chaige  of  giass  coiruption,  and  upon, 
such  evidence,  would  be  tantamount  to  stabbing  him  to  the  heart 

Mri  Rose  said,  he  had  heard  the  evidence  given  at  the  Bar  dis- 
cussed with  so  much  ability,  that  he  did  not  wish  to  occupy  the  , 
time  of  the  House-b.  any  additional  comments  upon  it.  He  rose 
for  the.pnepose  of  .setting  the  last  Speakei  right,  upon  the  pre- 
cedents which  be  quoted  from  the" peiiod  subsequentto  the  Revo- 
lution. With  the  events'of  that  glorious  aera  he  had  the  happiness 
of  being- well  versed,  and  theicfoie  he  had  to  acquaint  the  Ho- 
nouiable  and  Learned  Gentleman,  that  the  conduct  which  he  held 
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rxnt  as  iarvexample,  hadenginalb  been  determined  precedents  m* 
the  ieign"6f  Cbaules  the  Seeoud.  The  decision  of  the  Commons 
of  that  day  against  Lord  Soliiers,  Halifax,  and  Oxford,  tor  their 
conduct  on  the  Partition  Tieaty,  was  taken  up  by  the  House  of 
Lords,  and  voW  by  tliem  as  contrary  to  the  visage  of  Pailiament 
ahd  law-of  the  land.  That  House-we.nt  farther,  and  addiessed  the 
Thiojje  upon  the  itnpropuety  of -icinoving  those  Peen,  accoiding 
to  the  prayer  of  the  Commons  With  respect  to  Dowler's  ap- 
pointment he  had  consulted  with  the  Esecntoi  of  the  late  Wr. 
i?itf,  Mith  the  view  of  ascei taming  whether  the  lecommendation 
of  that'person  was  entered  in  any  of  hi*  papers.  Had  the  Duke  of 
York  lecomnaended  him,  the  lecomruetindtiou,  he  -was  saie,  would 
ba\e  been  eiiteied,  but  no  sach  documents  was  to  be  found. 

•Mr-.  M.  SUTTON'smd,  it  had  been  asseited  by  an  Hoiiouubie 
and  Learned- Gentleman,  that  there  was  no  ipason  fo  suppose  that 
,any  unusual  popular -clamour  had, bet  u  excited  on  the  present  o"<- 
«a*ion.  .Now  he  roust, ,say,  ,that  it  aid  not  lequire  any  inan  to  be 
-much  i»  the'world  in  order  to  hear  a  clamour,  which  discoveied 
itself  in  «ario'id  ways,  even  in  eveiy  stieet,  and  had  been  extended 
with  industry  kito  the  most  distant  corners  of  the  country*  Tins 
proceeded,  in  tome  degree,  fsom  the  sery  publicity  and-opeuness 
of  the  enquiry  which  had  taken  place.  He  called  upon  the  House 
therefore  to  come  to  a  decided  >ote  on  the  evidence  before  them, 
wbethef  gujity  or,  not  guifty,,  instead  of  addressing  his  Majesty  for 
fcejremoajftl  ofitostltoyal'HSghness,  and  thus  in  fact  disgracing  him,, 
Trtthbut  pronouncing  a  .decided  opinion  on  the  evidence  they  had 
heard.  , 
:  .Of  alHhe<vairious  part»of  the  evidence,  the  mode  in  which  the 
Bote  of  York  noticed,  ia  his  letter,  the  application  made  to  Mrs. 
Clartoby  Dr.  O'Meara,  lie  acknowledged,  boi«.  the  strongest  on 
his  mind.  .  He  must  confess  there  was  a  levity,' an  impropriety,,  in. 
the  answer  of  his  Hoytal  Highness  which  shocked  him,  when  he 
considered  that  the  application  was  made  through  a  woman  of  such 
a  description  as  Mrs.  Clarke.  However  improper  and  indecent 
such  a  circumstance^ was,  it  did  not  go  to  attach  the  charge  of  cri- 
minal corruption.  -  The  Honourable  Member  then  proceeded  to 
comment  oa-fhe  Address  originally  proposed,  as  well  as  the  amend- 
ment proposed  on  the  1  esob.it ions,  and  contended  that  neither  of 
them  was  becoming  the  House  to  assent  to,  -on  account  of  the  un- 
decided language  which  they  held  as  to  the  guilt  or  innocence  of 
his  Royal  Highness.  An  Honourable  Baronet,  Sir  Francis  Burdett, 
bad  last  night  reaaided  the  evidence  of  Mrs.  Claike  as  sufficient  for 
the  conviction  of  his  Royal  Highness,  and  had  insinuated  .th,at  those 
who  defended  the  chaiacter  of  his  Royal  Highness  were  charge- 
able yith  prejudice  in  his  favour;  but,  he  would  ask,  weie. there 
nO  men  who  entered  that  Hovise  with  political  prejudices,  who 
tame  with  nunds  prepared  for  finding  out  abuses  in  every  depart- 
ment 
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rnent  of  the  State,  who  believed  that  political  corruption  liad  in- 
fected every  thing,  and  therefore  weie  ready  te  believe  a!i  sueh 
chaiges  as  the  present,  however  slightly  supported  >  Was  it  im- 
possible that  men  in  office  could  give  ajust  and  conscientious  vote 
on  a  subject  like  the  piesent5  Was  this  alone  to  disqualify  fiom 
giving  a  fair  and  conscientious  vote  on  the  subject >  tor  his  part 
lie  was  not  disposed  to  believe  that  those  who  had  entered  upon  the 
honouiable  caieer  of  political  service  weie  so  devoid  ofhouour,  as 
to  be  unfit  to  be  trusted  on  a  decision  of  this  kind. 

Sir  F  Burdett  explained,  and  maintained  that  it. had  been 
unfairly  imputed  to  him  by  the  last  Honouiable  Member,  that  he 
had  thought  the  testimony  of  Mrs.  Claike  alone  sufficient  to  con- 
vict his  Hoyal  Highness.  He  had  merely  said  that  it  vvas  sufficient 
■when  corroborated  by  the  other  evidence. 

Mr,  Long  enteied  into  an  explanation  of  Rennet's  introduction 
to  the  Duke  of  York.  It  appeared  that  he  was  leccmmended  by 
Sir  H.  Mann  to  Mr.  Pitt,  he  h.vi  01  cation  to  see  the  worthy  ba- 
ronet on  the  subject,  and  he  ncvci  knew  a  more  impoitunate 
claimant  than  he  vvas  in  th.,  mans  favour  '  The  Right  Honour- 
able Gentleman  then  noticed  b' icrly  the  evidence.  He  thought 
the  testimony  of  Mr.  Dowler  ourht  U>  be  lecejved  with  some  de- 
gree of  suspicion.  It  was  not  probable  that  he  should  have  given  Mrs. 
Claike  one  thousand  pounds  foi  the  place  of  Commissaiy,  which 
did  not  pioduce  him  moie  than  two  bundled  and  seventy  pounds 
a  year,  and  liable  to  be  i  educed  to  five  shillings  per  diem.  With 
respect  to  the  case  of  Samuel  Carter,  that  had  been  made  the  sub- 
ject of  senous  investigation,  if  the  public  punts  were  to  be  made 
the  vehicles  for  sowing  the  seeds  of  discontent  in  tbeaimy,  never 
was  theie  a  moment  m  w  hich  the  mischievous  Ircentiousne^s  of  the 
press  was  more  alarming^  Re  then  defended  the  evidence  of  Co- 
lonel Goidon  from  the  obsei  vatious  made  bv  the  Noble  Lord  and 
the  Honouiable  iiaumet.  Upon  a  ievie\if  of  the  whole  of  the  evi- 
dence, he  thought  <t  -\as  impossible  but  that  the  House  must  con- 
clude that  if  tbeievNe.e  am  thing  imputable  to  thelloval  Duke  not 
sti  ictly  coi  icct,  at  least  the  good  prepo'idciatcd  ovei  the  bad.  The 
House  must  hav  heard  ut  r*,e  discus'ion,  that  the  feeling  of  the 
country  is  aga.'.st  the  tloval  Duke  Uentleraen  must  not  suffer 
such  declamations  to  influence  then  deci'um,  they  mii-t  not  be 
influenced  by  s'ich  clamoi.is. —  ( }hur  !  luttr! )  He  knew  that 
Piinces  often  gave  themselves  gie.itei  latnude  m  their  conduct 
than  other  men,  but  at  the  same  tune  he  knew  theie  weie  many 
ciicumstauces  attached  to  the  condition  of  Punces,  which  afforded 
a  paPiatiou  inapplicable  to  theenois  of  othei  men.  When  he 
consideiecl  that  they  vi etc  debai  ted  fi om  an  extensive  commeice 
with  mankind — when, he  considcied  thaf  they  piohibited  fiom  au 
intercom  se  with  lite  m  Us  n.ost  geuoal  and  useful  sense,  and  were 
b)  that  means  excljded  fiom  the  piattical  lessons  that  lesult  fiom 
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intercourse  "and  observation;  he  saw  an  extenuation  in  then  fa- 
vour, which  did  not  apply  to  the  faults,  ol  other  men,  whose  fate 
was  more'obscure,  but  whose  fortune  was  perhaps  uioie  favourable. 
The  House,  he  conceived,  -would  not  be  doing  strict  justice,  if 
they  did  pot  come  to  a  decision — aye  01  no — guilty  or  iio.t  guilty. 
"'.Mr.  Coke  (Member  for  Noi folk)  begged  to  decLiic  it  as  his 
opinion,  thatthe  testimony  of  Mis.  Clarke,  when  confiimed  by  the 
other,-'  corfobofating  circumstances  which  had  come  out,  was  .so 
strong,  as  f>At  to  leave  any  doubt  on  his  mind  as  to  the  guilt  of  the 
Duke  of  Ydik.  It  was  his  firm  and  conscientious  belief,  that  his 
Eoyal  Highness  had  been  coi  i  upt  in  the  extreme  as  to  the  appoint- 
ments which' were  made  the  subject  of  charge.  Witnesses  might 
forswear  themselves,  but  in  circumstantial  evidence  could  not  lie; 
and  it  was  on  tins  'ast  kind  of  evidence  that  the  laws  had,sent 
numbers  to  the  gallows  at  different  times.  It  was  his  firm  opinion 
that  the  Duke 'of  Yoik  had  connived  at  the  corrupt  piarticesof 
Mrs  Cfavlte.  if  any  doubts  had  i  eiti.imed  on  his  mmd,  theyweie 
iti'fact  removed  by  the  vei\  able  speech,  on  a  former  u'ghtj'of  Itn 
Htffiouiable  FiiendMr.  Whitbiead.  (Order!  orJtr! j  lie  begwl 
«ar'doti  of  the  House  for  being  disotdeily  m  alluding  to  any  Mem* 
TPSt  byname,  which  was  the  moie  paidonable  in  him,  as  ins  ,il 
tendance  had  not  been  veiv  constant  of  late ,  but  he  m tit t  repeat 
again,  that  that  speech  hadentneh  con\ meed  lmn,  and  removed 
every, doubt  on  the  subject  He  rose  now  todeli\er  his  seutiuieril's, 
as  an  independant  man,  and  as  an  enem\  to  that, con  upt'on  trbm 
■whieh  the  Country  h  \d  most  to  feai.  The  Honourable  Gen. Ionian 
who  brought  foi'waid  the  chaiges  deserved  the  thanks  of  the 
Country  ;  he  returned  htm  h  it.  sincere  thanks  on  the  manliness  and 
independence  of  his  conduct ;  for  if  the  Country  wa<-  to  be  sa\  ed 
at  all, 'it  was  only  by  destioyi>ig  those  conupt  piactiee:-,  wtuch, 
if  permitted,  would  produce  its  destruction. 

Mr.  W  indham  expi  essed  Ins  reluctance  to  h:ive  nsen  at  so  f-iie 
an  hour,  but  he  had  oVlned  g'i\ing  his'  op'ivou,  wis'hiii.,  tj  '>i\iit 
by  the  opinions  trf  othei  Gentlem/m  Tl  e  House  I  o»c\e',  had 
now.' come  to  that  period  m  which  the  question  .w a.  on  the  mode  of 
proceeding.  The  Right  Hououi  able  Gentle, nan  then  examined 
into  the  situation  in  which  {tie  House  stood  upon  the  Chaise*,  or 
rather  statements  of  the  abuses  "a*  first  made  The  Iftquny  into 
those  abuses  had  been  gone  info,  a  most  careful  and  laborious  ex- 
amination of  the  evidence  had  been  taken  at  the  bar,  aud'-upo-if  that 
evidence  arose  the  geneial  question,  as  to  the  mode  of  pro'ceetlhi" 
which  it  was  necessary  to  adopt.  Font  modes  had  been  presented' 
to  the  House,  in  any  of  which  he  was  icady  to  concur  in  poinfof 
form  ;  but  he  felt  the-greatcst  possible  objection  to  the  use  wlndi 
it  was  intended  to  be  made  of  then.  Wi'h  lespect  to  the  doctrine 
which  had  been  introduced  in  the  examination  of  these  Diodes,  he 
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could  not  see  to  what  extent  it  was  meant  to  be  carried.  Ttrhis 
opinion  whatever  general  doctrine  might  have  been  assiduously  held 
forth  at  this  time,  if  that  general  doctrine  diiected  a  subject  of  a 
judicial  nature  to  be  divided  into  parts,  that  docli  me  was  wjong, 
because  such  a  subject  ought  to  be  a  general  question.  The  pre- 
pondeianceof  guilt  or  of  innocence,  ought  not  in  the  present  in- 
stance to  be  a  subject  of  consideration ;  but  whether,  upon  all  the 
matter  now  before  the  House,  his  Royal  Highness  can  be  freed  from 
criminality  ?  For  no  doubt  could  be  entertained,  if  any  man  were 
to  be  tried  before  a  judge,  it  would  first  be  a  question  for  the  de- 
cision of  a  Grand  Jury,  whethei  there  was  sufficient  testimony  ttf 
produce  a  further  proceduie ;  and  if  not,  the  person  would  be  im- 
mediately set  at  liberty  from  the  peril  of  his  situation.  It  might 
happen,  however,  that  the  evidence  adduced  might  be  of  a  stronger 
nature,  and  thereby  the  prisoner  would  be  under  the  necessity  of 
submitting  to  the  sentence  ot  the  laws  of  his  country.  Still,  h6 
might,  altei  a  trial  of  considerable  testimony,  and  great  in** 
partiality,  be  acquitted ;  yet  there  was  a  material  distinctioft 
between  the  degrees  of  criminality  in  the  former  and  the  lattefr 
case. 

Some  gentlemen  entertained  an  opinion  relative  to  the*  present 
investigation  of  his  Royal  Highness's  conduct ;  that,  independent 
of  any  positive  testimony,  the  internal  credibility  of  the  evidence 
was  so  strong,  there  needed  no  assistance  ftom  any  additional 
proof.  The  admissibility  of  an  accomplice's  evidence  had  fallen 
wider  the  observation  of  an  honourable  and  learned  gentleman,  (sit 
Samuel  Romilly ),  who  to  his  surprise,  had  repi  esented  a  case  where  a 
robbery  had  been  committed  by  three  persons,  and  although  there 
was  no  evidence  directly  affecting  the  persons  who  were  charge^ 
with  this  particular  offence,  excepting  that  of  one  the  accomplices] 
yet  by  his  testimony  the  qthers  were  convicted,  and  eventually  soft 
fered  the  punishment  of  death.  If  such  were  the  law  of  theiandi 
it  did  not  meet  with  his  approbation  ;  and  foiraer  instances  had 
incurred  his  displeasure,  where  men's  lives  had  been  taken 
away  by  the  evidence  of  the,  most  worthless  and  vilest  of  society, 
and  whose  testimony  was  liable  to  every  suspicion,  as  being  devoid 
of  truth.  An  accomplice,  in  his  opiaion,  was  a  peculiar  kind  of 
witness,  whose  evidence  might  be  received  or  not,  according  to  cir-» 
curostances.  A  discretion  m  these  cases  was  always  to  be  exercised, 
aod  ought  to  be  proportionably  varied,  according'to  the  principle  of 
a  thertnopeter, 

-  He  concurred  with  an  honourable  and  learned  gfentlcman,  who 
had  sjjokeo  ia  a  previous  part  of  the  discussion,  that  a  great  dis- 
tinction ought  to  betstjwi i  ^ith  regard  to  evidence. delivered  on  oath, 
awl  that  which  is  tuU  delivered  with  that  form  of  solemnity.  •  If  it 
were  to  be  laid  do*;ji  iw  an  hypothesis,  that  witnesses  examined  at 
the  bar  of  the  House  of  .Commons  weic  to  be  considered  intha 
No.  XXXI.  V.  2  3F  •  same 
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same  point  of  view  as  if  they  gave  their  testimony  on, oath,  then 
heshould  think  the  House  did  very  wrong  in  permitting  those  ques- 
tions to  be  put,  which  had  been  asked  of  witnesses  during  the  pre- 
sent investigation.  Although  he  felt  averse  to  stale  any  of'the 
evidence  in  detail,  after  so  many  had  applied  themselves  to  "that 
fari  of  the  present  case,  yet  he  trusted  the  House  would  excuse  him 
in  making  a  few  observations  on  the  diameter  of  Mrs  Clarke.;  The 
testimony  did  not  meet  with  his  applause,  as  it  had  met  with' that 
of  iruny  others.,  there  was  a  peitness  and  flippancy  m  it,  and  her 
character  was  altogether  such  as  to' denote  her  complete  .want- of 
shame.  Dexterity  was  an  admh able  quality,  but  mauoman.it 
was  a  dangerous  weapon ;  and  he  had  been'  much  displeased  itvith 
thpse  qualities  of  saucmess  and  flippancy, -which-  otheiss  had  digni- 
fied by  the  name  of  wit.  Though  he  agreed  with  his  leaifred 
friend  that  the  lady  was  capable  of  telling  a  stoiy,  -she  had  not* in 
facta  story  'to,  tell.  She  went  on  in  a  smooth  rtmiimg*band-sort;.of 
style;  as  a  modern  poet  expressed  himsell,  she  "poured  oQt'in 
jjegligent  profusion."  The  House,  therefore",  in  taking  her  evi- 
dence, ,must  be  on  lis  guaid  agamst  its  facility.'  The  right  honour- 
able gentleman  then  compaied  the  evidence" of  Miss  Taylor.wilh 
that, of  the  other  witnesses, 'and  drew  fiohv 'the'nee-' a- conclusion 
fiwowabie  to  her  ;  for  he  .considered  her  evidence  as  bad;  .and  her 
character  good;  while  on  the  contrary,  the  character  of  Airs.  Ciaike 
was  bad,  and. her  evidence  good.  '  • 

>  As  to  conmvance,  it  was  splitting  a  hair  to  dia*  a  distinction  f>e- 
ty>eea  connivance  and  criminal  connivance,  and  'he-believed  it  fre- 
quently occurred  that  men  were  ignorant  of  th<HeAhrngs  that  were 
cognisant  to  all  the  world  besides.  Upoa  the  whole,  h'e  was  pie- 
|>vedto  say,  that  neither  participation,  couuption,  or  connivance, 
j»ad  been  proved  against  his  "Royal  Highness.  Still'  hfe  would  admit 
there  were  great  ltripropnetie:.  and  irregularities  m  tlie-conduct  Of  the 
Duke;  attdas  Caesar's  wife  should  not  besuspecfei,  so 'he  would,  say 
the  Commander  in  Chief  should  not  be  suspected.  -  At>  the  same 
time,  if  the  House  came  to  a  resolution  on  that  head,  that  mode, 
which  was  the  feast  .harsh  and  least  painful  to  the  feelings  ot  his 
lloyal  Highness  appeal  e4  to  him  to  be  the  be-t.  He  could-  bear 
testimony  of  the  ruble  Dukt-'s  great  ability  m  cTice,  hi.  extreme 
diligence,  and  the  highly  beneficial  reguk'-ons  he  had. introduced 
«ito  the  army ;  yet  he  cbuld  wish,  in  r««-p"ct  to  the  public  voice, 
that  his  ltoyal  Highness  would  preveHt  the  necessity  ot  that  i-fcmse 
Canying.  an  Address  to  the  foot  of  the  Thione.  He  did  not  mean  by 
that  tor'efer.to  the  popular  outcry,  as  it  was  better  the  lionise  of  Com- 
mons should  be  abolished  than  its  independence  be  invaded  by  public 
ciamour,  or  that  the  multitude  should  have  rule.  The  honourable 
gentleman  then  alluded  to  the  letters  Coloiiel  Wardle  v/as  supposed 
to  have  taken  from  Mis.  Claike  against  her  will,  and  observed,  ithat 
is  it  \vas  only  a  sort  of  amorous  rape,  oi  love  struggle,  then  it  was 

unworthy 
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■Unworthy  of  attention ;  but  if  the  honouiable  gentleman  did  actual- 
ly takethem-sgainst.her  will,  then  for  his  own  pait,  he  would  rather 
havebeen  anwl-vedin  tlie  changes  themselves, ,  than  have  be6n  the 
perpetrator  x>f  such  an  act.  .  (A  loud  eiy  of  H(<u\  'from  the  'flfi- 
mstei  ml  aide  of  the  House.)  The  n$ht  honouiable  gentleman  .then 
touched  upon  the  cabe  of,  bamuel  Carter,  who,  ,he  said,  had 'been; 
'treated  hatahly, -and  appeared  unworthy  of  cojisideiatio'n,  everi'b^ 
those  svho  lamented  the  severity  Miss  Taylor  had  experienced.  H£ 
had  been  stiled  a  foot-boy — better  that  than  a  footman ;  for  the 
stigma  winch  attached  to  his  youth  Would  grow  dfl  as  he  grew  older, 
anil  the  mark  of  servitude  would  wear  insensibly  Out  of  Ins  mouth. 
( A  tough.}  The  little  mercy  and  consideration  Miss  Taylor  had 
met  witb,  was  alone  to  be  justified  by  the  exigency  of  en  CtnnstancCs. 
Was  he  not  as  much  wounded?  \^  as  it,  necc&saiy  He  should  'b'ejio 
wounded  '  He  thought  not,  but  considered  him  trodden  dmfhllte 
a  "weed.-  He  felt  upon  the  whole,  though  not  Who'll)  coineidiiigwy  h. 
h"S  sentiments,  that  he  should  act  ino.t  ajnsistentH'l/ynottng^o'r  the 
amendment  of  Mr.  Bankes.  '     '    *      -N  '■- 

.  -  Lord  CASTLERhAQH  rose,  amidst  the  crjes  o£  Question  '  QuestiSn  ! 
His  lordship  said  that  he  would  not  trespass  much'  in  length' dnirhe 
House,  bjut  felt  it  to  be  his  paiamcmnt  duty  to  state  {he*  groun'ds;"on. 
■which  he  should  give  his  vote ;  a'  statement  whirh%he  conceived'  nipi  e 
necessary,  as  the  right  honouiable  gentjemali  who  nad  jus?  satdflwn, 
had  declared  his  intention  of  giving  hi*  'vdfe'iri  a  wily  wluch' totally 
contradicted  the  course  of  reasounig  that  he  haWp-unued  in*hw 
speech.  His  lordship  was  adveiM-  to  Miy  proceeding  by  arddress 
at  all.  lie  would  therefore- oppose  both,  the  '  A  ddi  esses  "pro- 
posed, but  if  he  were  called  upon'  to  say  W  '\vhich  he'had-rthe 
least  objection,, ,  he  should  certainly  name  that' submMed't'o  the 
Mouse  by  the  .honourable  gentleman,  in  whom  fhe'char-ges';orfgi:- 
■nated.,  B-uti  he,  repeated,  tl.ut  ^o-  both  be  was  decidedlj  advelse. 
It  w\ts  certainly  perfectly  'competejifto  the.TIbiise  to  addfess^he 
Crown  to  dismtip  a  public  servant,  witKdtijt^Medging 'any<.a«se-ilor 
such  att'  4ddms,  but,  merely,  the  abSeft'Ce'  of  Cdirfidenctei  Bui  in 
such  a  case  as.  tho  pi'eseut  where  rjfte;ices'  Cogpfeab'le-'  by  the'  1a\r 
•weie  alledged,  .ne;cpuld'  not  conceiye'any  thmg  moie-painful'than. 
the  feelings  which  his  Majesty  vifotfld'  exphienc'e,,1" fo  'fm&  his 
SQSLchaiged  with  the  fold  crinte  of' 'connivance  in' cofrupt -practices, 
,ou  the  testimony  of  wjj.ness.es  receiyed  without  the- Weninity  o#  an 
oitth,  and  without  that  fair  .trial  to  w'hich  evpiy  Butish  svtbject'.was 
untitled.  ,    •   ,•  -     ,,'  '  -  '',•''         '  ; 

The  noble  lord  then  entered  jnto'a  review  of  the  evidence*  and 
'cor^ideied  that  Mis.  Claike  was  evidently  actuated  by  the  most*  de- 
cidtd  .resentment  and  the  most, vindictive  feelings.  Thri  appeued 
to;buu-e\jden.t  not  only  fiom  the' letters  she  wrote  to  Mi  -Ac!,.!, 
btit  iioiu  the  testimony  of  Colonel  M'Mahon,  with  resriefl  tt>  Ui~ 
lettei  .she  had  written,  to  the  Prince  of  Wale*;  and  the  eonwiSanoi:: 
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she  had  held  with  hi  mi  He  was  ready  to  admit,  that  hebrlfcvrf 
Sits.  Clarke  bad  spoken  a  great  deal  of  truth  Hear  !  hear-'  and 
■  yet  .he  would  not  believe  her  m. that  which  rested  almost  entuely 
Upon  her  assertion,  the  knowledge  and  privity  of  the  Duke  to  hfr 
transactions.  ••  She  had  narrated  iier  own  transactions  with  consider- 
abteaceuracy,  and  ift  that  narration,  which  was- also  confirmed  by 
documents;  and  Other  evidence,  he  thought  she  was  worthy  of 
belief,,  because  she  had  tio  interest  m  speaking  falsely.  But  when 
.she -came  to' assert  that  the  Duke  knew  of  hor  coirupt  transactions, 
he. would  not' believe  her,  because  that  was  a  thing  easy  of  invention, 
-Which' -Was  incapable  of  direct  contradicuon,  and  to  winch  she 
anight  well  be  supposed  to  be  stimulated  by  her  lesentment.  If  she 
xaald  have  established  the  corruption  of  his  Royal  Highness  in  any 
.oae  instance,  he  should  then  have  believed  she  spoke  the  truth  when 
jstee  mentioned  other  instances.  She  had,  however,  proved  no 
j«lch..thingy  and  no  man's  life  01  character  would  be  safe  if  it  depend* 
.tui  on-such-  tesU.ixmy,  It  wa  veiy  easy  to  conceive  that  a  combi- 
nation might  have  exited  between  Mrs.  Clarke,  Mrs.  1' avory  (her  half- 
ststerand  housekeeper)  Miss  Taylor,  her  sister-in-law,  and  Mr.  Dow* 
.ierher  favourite  lover  It  would  be  recollected  that  60  far  from  being  the 
_Mawilling  witnessshe  hadrepresented  herself,  she  had  written  letters 
to  Donovan  and  to  Captain  Sandon,  to  induce  them  to  join  in  her 
plan  ;amd  that,  on  the.very  day  that  Mr.  Dewier  ^rrrved  from  Spain, 
•«he  went  to  his  hotel*  and  passed  the  night  -with  him,  tor  no  other 
,J)Ucpose  that  could  be  conceived  (a  loud  and  general  laugh)  but  to 
extract. from  him  whal*wdence  he  would  be  able  fo  give,  and- to 
arrange' their  plans  hi  concert,  it  appeared  to  bun  the  most  mere- 
xtifctk  thing"  otutaHb,  that  if  the  Duke  had  really  b«en  cdmcfott*  of 
.any  corrupt  practices,  such  as  had  been  imputed  to  him,  that  he 
,-shouM  part  from  this,  woman  in  the  manner  lie  did,  wiUjttil- making 
uSBfuxasgement  to  induce  her  net  to  murtion  Ihoge  traiwsetioiw,  it 
vas  incredible,  that  he  -should  have  preferred  an  investigation 
like,  thr  -present,  attended  with  so  .many,  painful  fxposores,  to  a 
ocomnroim^e  with/this. woman, if  he-had  not  been  perfectly  coii,sciauis 
«£  .imtooance. , 

jt  '  Ao:to the  feeling  cf  the  a i my  vith  respect  la  the  Duke  of  York 
,)Iie.,was convinced  tlhit  no  man 'eve.-  enjoyed  ,so  completely  their.af- 
fections,  and  no  man  had.  ever,  dons  so  much  good  to,lbe„Brateh 
,  army...  ,  Under  his.ndimnistiation  eveiy  attention  had  beej}  paid  to 
.the  comforts  of  the,  soldier,  and  the  character  of  the  army  hadjiiade 
j?apid  strides  to  perfection,  and  heshould  imploie  the  Hoijse.  to  con- 
sider, rathen  the  military  charges  against  Jura,,  tlw.  the  acc,uaat*>;n 
of  iuiiaaarahtyj  If  even  under-  the  corrupt  influence  of  Mrs.  Clarice, 
.he  hadne'\er.giivea  any  appointments  that^vere-iipyusftfieiljtni 
dtact  military  giounds,  it  must  be  supposed  his  future  administra- 
tion would  be  still  more  free  fiom  blame,  now  he  had  extricated 
himself  from  that  influence  and  connection,  and  received  a  veiy 
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severe  lesson,  from  the  evils  it,  had  occasioned,  and  the  painful  ex- 
posal es  which  had  been  made.  ' 

There  was  another  point  of  view  in  which  the  subject  was 
of  the  utmost  importance.  His  Royal  Highness  stood1  veiy  newf 
in  the  succession  to  the  Throne.  If  he  should  now  be  branded 
as  a  man  unfit  to  be  trusted  m  the  service  of  his  country,  the 
same  reason  should  go  to  induce  Parliament  to  .exercife  the* 
power  in  cutting  off  his  succession;  for  how.  could  a  man,  stained 

.  with  infamy  and  corruption,  command,  or  deserve,  the  respect 
and  affections  of  the  people  of  this  comitiy^Gn  that  account 
he  deprecated  any  condemnation  by  the  Hovise  of  Commons, 
but  demanded,  as  he  had  undoubtedly  the  right  to  do,  a  -trtnl 
by  his  Peers,  in  case  the  House  should  think  there, was  a  sufficient 
case  to  put  him  on  his  trial.  He  objected  then  to  toeth  thme 
Addiesses,  as  going  to  biand  the  Duke  of  York  with  infamy, 
without  allowing  him  the  benefit  of  a  tiial  by  his  Peers,  untipr 

.the  usual  sanction  of  the  witnesses  being  sworn.  It -appeared 
to  him  that  no  case  had  been  made  out,,  which  would  justify 
such  a  proceeding  in  the  House,  and  therefore  lit  should  vote  fc>r 
the  lesolutions  as  moved  by  his  light  honourable  friend  (tlie  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer).  ■  < 

Mr.  Caicr\ft  rose  and  said,  theie  was  no  man  in  existence  feM 
more  pain  than  he  did,  in  being  obliged  to  give  a  vote  that  tended 
to  huil  the  feelings  of  any  part  of  the  royal  family.  He  certainly 
tfelt  veiy  much'foi  the  ilhistnous  peisonage,  for  whom  he  held  -the 
highest  respect  and  duty ;  but  he  could  not  forget  that  he  Iwd  a 
paramount  duty  to  fulfil  to  the  House  and  the  country;  -and  hp 
would,  however,  disagreeable  it  might  be  to  -him,  endeavoar 
discharge  tha't  duty,  so  as-  to  acquit  himself  to  his  own  conscience 
and  to  the  country.  The  House  weie  now  on  the  point  op  bobha^ 
to  3  decision  on  a  subject  of  the  greatest  magmtude  and  -importance 
that  had  ever  been  submitted  to  their  consideration,  and  they  mast 
decide  on  a  fair,  coo!,  and  dispassionate  view  ot  the  evidence,  and 
give  then  verdict  accordingly.   The  royal  person  who  was  the«ub- 

'  jetet  of  the  inquiry  then  before  them  had  unquestionably  foad  th« 
advantage  of  ail  the  most  eminent  legal  abilities  which  tha*  tioiis* 
contained  within  it,  aided  also  by  his  majesty's  mimsteWy  isba^ 
whatever  he  might  in  other  respects  think  of  them,  4md  >  oettatety 
defended  the  Duke  of  York  in  so  zealous  and  able  a  rnaWtWrW  re^ 
fleeted  the  greatest  credit  on  their  Ulents,  and  on  their  atteutoa't* 
the  honour  and  character  of  the  Commander  in  Chief.  * 

•  He  could  not  help  observing  the  mdstatements  of  the  jiebie  lord 
who  spoke  last,  as  to  evidence.  He  was  confident  he  could  not 
have  listened  to  it,  or  read  it,  wHh  attention,  or  Jie  would'not  have 

■»>niuch  misconceived  it,  as  to  say  that  Dowlor  and  Sandoufs-ewl 
ttenee  was  concerted  by  Mrs.  Clarke.  Would  he  contend,  that 
Sbe'SenttQjPertugal  for  Dowler,  and  to  Spain  for  Sandon?  The 
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noble  lord  talked  of  a  conspiracy,  he  wished  him  to  shew  where  it 
existed.  Were  the  letters  'ot'the  D'uke  of  York  to  Mrs.  Clarke  a 
conspiracy?  Was  the  appointment  of  Dowler  as  a  commissai y,  a 
conspiracy?  Was  the  letter  relating  to  Tonyn  a  conspiracy  '  If  -not, 
the  ground  for  supposing  it,  and  the  result  onginating  irom  it', 
only  commenced  in  the  .brain  of  the  noble  lord>  ascended  m  the 
ai&  and,  as  usual  with  all  inflammatory  matter,  evapoiatfd."  lie 
was  surprized  the  noble  loul  should  say  Miss  Tajlor's  evidence 
ought  not  tcbe  credited.  He  had  the  authonty  of  a  learned  judge, 
(the  Master  of  the'Rolls)  to  state  it  ought  to  be  credited;  and  if  he 
was  to  put  the  two  opinions  at  issue,  and  leave  tt  to  the  sense  of  the 
Henise,  he  had  not  a  doubt  how  they  would  decide.  The  noble 
lord  talked  of  Mis.  Clarke  not  having  any  knowledge  of  the  Com- 
mander in  Chiefs  pecuniary  circumstances,  how  udiculous  the  ai- 
gujntnt  Was,  when  it  was  proved  in  evidence,  that  she  attempted 
to  negotiate  three  Joans  for  him,  could  she  have  done  this  without 
a  knowledge  , of  his  pecuniary  difticulties"  and  if  she  did,  was  it 
not  natural  that  she  made  him  acquainted  witl|  her  distresses  of  the 
same  nature. 

He  next  took  notice  of  the  Duke  of  York's  letter  to-  the  House, 
through  the  medium  of  the  speaker,  in  which  his  Ikiyal  Highness 
Jhad  shewn  that  he  was  very  willing  to  accept  their  acquitance,  but 
that  he  strongly  deprecated  their  condemnation.  He  thought  that 
letteri  went  in  a  great  degree  to*  question' and  deny  the  authority  of 
*he  House,  and  as  such  entiench  on  their  privileges.-  He  fell  the 
strongest  objections  in  his  own  mind  to  it  whten  he-  first  heard  it 
lead,,  and  was  sorrv  rre  had  no't  then 'expressed  the  scntinients  of 
lis  Mnd;  but  seeing  Vo  many  others  of  far  greater  Parliamentary 
knowledge  and  experience  than  he  possessed,  pass  by  it  Without 
■otice,  he  had'  been  awed  nito  silence,  and  so  had  'assented  to  its 
being- permitted  to  Iw'on  the  table'.  He  woulld'-isot •w«h~to  trepass 
«n  the  time-  of- the*  House,  and  should,  therefore^ .  conclude  by 
Saving, '"'that  he' had  endeavoured  to -mak^- up  his  mind  to  vote- in 
favour  of  thte-  address  Of  the"-honoirrabfe'<geKtleman>'6n.  the  floor 
<Miv-Ban^*3s),  but-  he 'thought  the  <areumstances  ugamst  thel;Duke 
efiYprk  s"»!  strong,  that  He1  would  rather  choose  to  ,adop":;  some 
Tesokt^otf  thlst  nuglifbe*  better  and  liiore  closely  adapted: to"  meet- 
thesafejectoft  which  the'  Honse,was  to  conic  to  a  decision,-  ■  If  no 
suoh're.SolWidn  should  be* hereafter  proposed,  he  shouW-prefet  the 
•rig-teal- address. 

Earl  TfeMPLE  feeling  it  impossible  to  give  a  silent  vote,  claimed 
the-privilege  of 'delivering  his  sentiments ;  but  unwilling  -to  detain 
the'House,  moved,  that  the  -debate  be-further  adjourned. 

Mr.  PrjNsoufBY  put  m  a  similar  claim,  after  which  the  House-at 
Tiki  petit  Three  o'Cloek' adjourned, 
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Wednesday.  March  1-5; 

THE,  House. having  resumed  the  adjourned  debate,  I:6rd.MiMO*j 
feititJiis.diUy  to  speak  upon  the opinion  laid  down  hy  a- ■teamed 
judge,  :sU:t  hie*  commencement  ofcthe  presentproceedings ;  he  wished 
to.ppint  :Oiit  its  absurdity;  that  ( learned  'judge ;  had  •  said,  if  youl 
could  not,  believe  one  part"  of  the  testimony' of  a  witness,  you  must 
reject  the.vvh.Qle ;  if  such  an  absurd  proposition  as  this  we'i a  allowed', 
it  would  sweep  away  almost  the  whole  ,  of  the  evidence  given  upon 
both  sides  of  the  question.  He  trusted  every  person  in  that  House 
would  form  their  opinion  on  the  evidence  before  them ;  the  result 
of  which. must  be,  he  conceived,  that  the  Duke  of  York  could  not 
retain  his  command.  He  could  not,  go  to  the  length  of  a  ndble 
lord  near  him,  in  saying,  that  he  believed  every  word  which  Mrs. 
Clarke  had  said;  but,  at  the  same  time,  he  could  not  agree  that 
every  part  of  her  testimony  was  false.  There  was  a  flippancy  and 
levity  which  took  away  great  part  of  the  weight  otherwise  due  to 
her  testimony ;  he  was,  therefore,  inclined  to  reject  every  part  of 
her  private  communications  with  the  Duke  of  Yorkj  so  far  as. they 
were  uncorroborated  by  other  evidence;  but  still  there  was  asgreat 
deal  of  her.  evidence  in  which  she  was.  supported  by  the.  testimony, 
of  pthcrs,  He  called  the  attention  of  the  House  to  Mr.  Dewier, 
whose  evidence  had  last  night  been  attempted  to.  be  shaken,'  but 
whose  testimony  was  confirmed  by  an  honourable  inerjiber.  Every 
circumstance^  relative  to  his  appointment  was  confirmed  by.  the  cor* 
roborating .-.evidence  of  Mrs.  Clarke,  Mr.  Dowler,  and  .th.e.'rjght 
hooourabie;,gentleman, opposite,  Mr.  Long.  Mrs.  Clarke  and: Mr; 
Do\vier  had  been  called  cpnspiraters,:  who. held  nocturnal  meetings 
to  forward  their  designs;  but  could  it  for  a  moment  be  supposed 
that,the.right;honourable  gentleman  attended  these  meetings,  ;and 
aided  their  conspiracies?  Jso  such  idea  could  be  entertained. I  ;,h 

The  only  ease  which  attached  direct  corruption  to : his.: RoyaJ; 
Highness.;  was  that  of  Kennet.:  Here  it  was  proved,  that.:*  permit, 
of  lijfjiipous  character,  who  had:  been  some  itime  a  bankrupt  pro? 
posed'ji  low- to  the  Duke  of  Yoifc,  and  hat!  .promised,  his  Bo^l 
Highness  should  be  accommodated  to  any  extent i: provided  te&fot 
cured  .him;a.,plaee..  Without  wishing  to  attach.  ti}e.sisall§8t,-4i?-; 
grace  to ;  Colonel.  Taylor,  it  might  lie  fairly  cei)clude<j!,;  ijr&Lth£ 
letter  addressed  to  him  had  been  laid  before  the  Dufee;fif  jXprk^ 
I  would  wish. (said  the  noble  lord)  for  a.momeiH.ta«).t)tr^st:,the 
duct  of  ithe  Duke  of  York  with  that  of  the  Duke.  of  Tprt|arsc}  ,<H>;a 
recent  simila^occasion.  .  What  did  the  D^ke-of  .i^tlajiol  $oj,,i|e 
spurrned,,the  infamous  wretch  from  the.dopr,  and.  ordqi^slAat-he; 
should  never  be  admitted  again.  ,  If .the  :csnda,ct,-of  thp;  Pil^f*  ©| 
York  in  the  case  of  Kennet  be  not  corrupt,  what  is  corruption? — 
(Hear!  hear))— There  is  indeed  no  direct  proof  of  corrupt 
• :  *2     '  practices 
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practices,  but  there  is  a  full  an.d  clear  proof  of  a  corrupt  mind  !— 
(Loud  cries  of  hear  from  almost  every  part  of  the  House.) — His 
lordship  then  remaiked  upon  thesevcial  cases  which  lie  thought 
niade  out'ih  evidence,  and  particularly  animadverted  upon  the 
letter  of 'service  granted  to  Colonel  French  and  Captain  sandorl, 
in  that  letter  of  service,  he  saw,  that  if  four  thousand  men  were 
-not  raised  within  nine  mouths,  the  levy  was  to  cease;  that  it  was 
not  stopped  "at  the  expiration  of  that  time,  though  not  above  two  hun- 
dred men  were"  raised ;  that  these  men,  who  were  nothing  better 
than  Crimps,'  were  even  permitted  to  go  on  for  thirteen  months, 
"within  which  time  they  only  raised  two  hundred  and  nineteen 
men — lie  must  say,  that  if  ever  there  was  a  job,  that  was  one. 
Through,  whose'  influence,  too,  was  this  done>  To  his  mind 
through  that  of  Mrs.  Clarke.  Miss  Taylor,  too,  corroborated  this 
evidence;  and,  having  no  other  direct  proof,  he  was  entitled  to 
make  use  of  KennetV  case,  for  the  purpose  of  adding  weight 
to  it.  • 

The  noble  lord  then  pointed  out  his  objections  to  the  original 
address,  and  preferred  that  of  Mr.  Bankes.  He' next  remaiked 
upon  the  course  of  pioceeding  which  had  been  adopted  by  the 
House,  and  said  it  would  have  been  more  satisfactory  had  the 
'whole  been  left  to  a  Committee,  where  witnesses  would  have  been 
examined  upon  oath.  At  present,  the  gi  eat  difficulty  was  in  dis- 
tinguishing between  what  was  credible,  and  what  incredible;  what 
probable,  and  what  improbable.  There  would  then  not  have  been 
those  difficulties  which  he  now  felt  5  he  would  not  then  hare  had 
these  strong  suspicions  on  bis  mind.  Although  he  did  not  intend 
to  make  any  fresh  amendment  on  the  question  before  the  House, 
still  he  thought  a  better  mocie  would  have  been,  to  have,  laid  the 
whole  evidence  before  the  king,  which  they  couldi  have  done  ac- 
companied with  strong  remarks ;  it  would  then  have  rested  with  his 
majesty  what  line*  should  have  been  pursued ;  what  the  House  was 
then  about  to  do,  amounted  nearly  to  the  same  thing,  only  with 
!§§s  delicacy;  as 'it  precluded  his  majesty  from  adopting  what  might 
Tsenwisl  suited  to  his  own  feelings.  In 'the  consideration  of  the 
j5resejit~qtie.sfion,  the  noble  lord  hoped  the  House  would  not  be 
deferred'  either'  by" threats,  from  without  doors,  to'  make  them  do 
much,  qr  by  thl'eari  from  %vithin,  to" make  them  do'  little;  if  they 
wferScdhxiriced;  as  he  thbughtall  must  be,  that  the  Duke  of  York 
w^'sTiSt  fit  to  retain  his'ofrice,  neither  fear  or  favour  should  deter 
th'e:m:fr^.rii'jJe*c^rin^  their  sentiments.  He  -would  not  be  deterred, 
teCatfee;i{eSv?s1te  -son  of  a  king  j  he  had  always" thought  it  ob- 
JectWabie','*  that  sons  of  the'  king  sliould  bold  places  of  repdnsi- 
rai'($fy.dKdrif  Wef  he  fek' forcibly  the  justness  of  the  oiyebtiorj,  he 
WW  m-frt^V^'i^rfpFfioase  felt  a  difficulty  arising 
fiom  dehcacv  and  respect.  tb!  which' it  was  impossible  to-  b£  inSen- 
i^^fu^  tfist'^s  pbf  io''  deter  them.'  They  were  not  going  to 
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aiMteis,  tlit,  kiiig  te  romoye  the  Duke  of  York,  but  to  remove  tlttr 
Commander-m  Chief—  ( Hear !  hear!)  They  must  entirely  divfs't 
themselves  of  the  idea  of  his  being  a  Prince, 

A  noble  loul  opposite  had  said,  "if  we  remove  the  present 
Comirutndei  m  Chief,  where  shall  we  find  another?"  He  must  con* 
Jess  the  difficulty  of  finding  another  did  not  appear  So  great  to  hup. 
«s  it  had  done  to  that  noble  loul.  The  Duke  ot  Yoik  had  been 
repiesuntfd  as  a  gieat  geneial,  they  weie  not  at  piesent  deciding 
•Whether  he  was  a  great  geneial,  but  whether  he  Was  a  fit  person  to 
be  at  the  head  of  the  si  ray.  The  Duke  of  Moilborough  was  a 
gieat  General)  gieatei,  he  would  venture  to  say,  than  ever  the 
Duke  ot  Yoik  had  been  01  t»ould  be,  yet  he  was  ieino\ed  fiom  the 
head  of  the  army  — -(Hear  '  hear  t)-*^-' The  Royal  Duke  had  eer. 
tainly  formed  connexion:)  disgi acefal  to  himself-and  di  .graceful  to 
the  nation;  he  had  openly  bioken  and  contemned  the  Seventh  com» 
inandmenli  'but  it  was  said  he  is  leformed  ;  he  has  dctei  mined  to 
lead  a  new  lite,  and  to  cast  oif  the  follies  of  youth.  The  Royal 
Duke  is  ah eady  arrived  at  his  foity-hfih  jivu,  an  age  when  out* 
habits  aie  formed,  and  if  we  have  requited  ill  ones,  it  is  no  easy 
task  to  break  through  them,  h  it  probable  that  the  Duke  of  York,, 
who  has  been  living  m  an  open  course  of  adultery,  hist  \Vlth  one 
woman,  and  then  with  a  second,  then  with  a  Urn  d,  and  foiutb,  vt  as 
it  probable  that  he  would  lefoim  m  an  instant,  because  the  noble 
lord,  or  right  honourable  gentleman,  has  told  lilm  he  has  done 
wrong?  I  have  heaid  (observed  the  noble  lord)  that  as  We  grow 
oldei,  we  grow  wiser;  1  am  also  of  opinion  that  a  pcison  who  w 
pione  to  foolish  or  vicious  habit*,  the  oldei  he  grows  the  more  he 
«  uttai. hed.to  ihciu.— (Hear !  htnr  I  and  tavftker  ) 

lie  hoped  tl>«  right  honourable  ge»tJ«n»n  who  had  said  that 
infamy  much  attach  to  the  rammer  or  the  aeui»ed,  would  came  for- 
ward,* and  state  to  whom  it  is  now  attached ;  he  bought  he  would 
find  a  difficulty  to  fa  it  to  the  accuser ;  and  if  lie  fixed  it  upon  the 
accused,,  be  toeied  he  would  find  it  difficult  to  remain  where  he 
was.  (Hear!  hear1)'  He  thought  another  lionouraMe  gentleman 
had  placed  the  Duke  of  Yoik  and  the  House  rather  in  an  aukwaid 
predicament,  in  bunging  down  a  second  accusation  on  his  head, 
.by,  laying  that  foolish  letter  befoie  the  House.  Heie  the  Duke  "is 
jnade  to  declaie  jus  innocence,  upon  the  word  and  bonoui  of  .a 
Prince,  so  that,  if  <ouud  guilty  of  corruption,  he  'roust  also  be 
found  guilty  of  falsehood.  (Hear.'_  hear!)  He'did  not  think  the 
hondui ahle,gent}emen  felt  fxi'rnself  awkwardly  situated*  as  }je  thought 
.fti^^foy^flighnpss  innocent;  but  it  was.not  so  wiUi  Wib  and  Qthei|, 
fyiio  must  «ovv  find  him  guilty.of  TjotK.  .  '  '" ', 
,y  Lbid  StvIcy  did  not  thud?  the  House  ought  pnty,  toreceive'sucli 
,C}  iflqnce  as  would  be  deemed  legal  in  a' court  of 'justice,"  burth6y 
ought  to  give  their  opinion  on  the  evidence  which  had  been  laid 
before  them.    If,  at  the  commencement  of  the  proceedings,  his 

mind 
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iftwd' Was  wholly  tmbiissed' against  the  honourable  gentleman  who 
hi  Ought  foi  ward  the  chaVgefe;  his  opinions  we  do  #  changed ;  as, 
it  the  Duke  had  not  beeA  guilty',  he  thought  every  one  must 
adnufc'that  he  had  allowed  coiuiption  to  e\ist.  The  testimony  of 
Mm  -iClarke,  though  riot  unexceptionable,  was  not  wholly  un- 
worthy of  credit,  and  that  of  M'!*-s  Taylor  deserved  implicit  belief. 
It  had  been  said,  that  it  the  Duke  had  been  guilty  he  must  have 
ornphedwlth  her  terms,  but  those  who  made  that  assertion,  pio- 
iiablyiknew  less  ot  nature  than  the  immoital  Shakespeare,  and  he, 
•when  delineating  the  chaiacter  of  a  gieat  man,  menaced  by  a 
woman  with  the  e.sposuie  of  his  private  enormities,  makes  him 
say--" 

"  Who  will  believe  thee  If abel ' 

My,  ujusoit'cl  name,  th'  auitoreness  of  mj  lifey 

51/  vouc  i  against  you,  and  my  place  i'  th'  State, 

Will  "-o  join  accusation  o\er\veigh, 

Tt.it  von  shall  'title  in  your  own  leport, 

And  smell  of1  calumny  " 

And  such  might  have  been  the  ideas  of  the  Duke  of  YorE.*  The 
noble  lord  then  offered  a  few  observations  on  Rennet's  case;  and 
proeeedexi'  to  state,  that  Cailei  had  lived  with  Mis.  Claike;  hot 
only  m  Glouceslei-piace,  but  in  Tavistock-place  also ;  and  tlwdgh 
thse'Dake  'mrght  know  he  was  the  peison  for  whom  Captain  Sutton 
had  made  application  some  yeais "before,  he  did  not  doubt  but  his 
appamtinent  was  gained,  through  her  influence.  He  then  "spoke  of 
'C'lavenugV  case,  and  that  of  Dowler,  observing  of  the  latter,  tbJt 
a  woi  tHy  alderman  had  stated;,  that  his  appointment  had  been  pio- 
cured  by  the  late  Sir  BrookcWatsoftj  But  "how  came  the  -worthy 
alderman  to  ask  the  question?  -He  never  would  have  asked  such  'si 
one,  Jiad,  not  Mrs.  ^Clarke's  sith:  of  promotions  -been  so  notorious-. 
Though  it  appeared-tfao  interest  of  sir  Brooke  Watson- had  gained 
three  person's  appointments,  it  did  not*  follow  that  Mr.  Dowler's 
musffbepjie  of  tlienl;  fhoughf'tt  wasr  hatui-al  enough  for  him  to  say 
jt^v,W^n-inter^ate^y-l^e-^orthv:a'^er,nan'  wiBted  as 
ftfueli  a'si  Mi»jsan  not  to  attend-to-the-ola'raoui  out  of  dodis.  They 
were iallisehVrga  their  duty  independent  of  -t>  I  other  considerations ; 
but  r  cannot  jielp.'.remarkmg, 'said  his  lonhlup,  that  tins-caution 
wniesVwi%a.vary  bad  gpace  froln$ie  tight -honouiafoKj  gentleman" 
— ('Iffarh,he,arj}<-i-\\\\Q  owes  the' seat  he  now  holds— w bo-owes 
lus'vVi'y  political  existence  to  that  .public  clamour  y>  Inch  he  deque's. 
(fftarl  nw.K_.hfrm  tire-  Opposition  benches.)—'  Hie  Vank  of  his 
i'.oy'al  "Highness  he  contended,  had  nothing  to  do  with"  his  tyie&,f  on. 
i-Jetwa^.a.puibhc'servant  of  the  crown,  and  as  such  was"  to  be  tued 
b\  theqv  T,{  was  not 'the  Duke  ot  York,  but  the  Comnitiider  in 
jChfef,  'that  then-  weie  m  this  case  to  consider.  He  did' not  wish'ts 
aceuj^  longer  the  attention  of  the  House,  (Hear !  hear"')  as  there 
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*yas  now ,  a  very  general  wish  .  to  -  eojne,  as ,  soon .  as  -,  possible 
tt>.  a  :di;iofmiiiatum„  and  as  livany  country  gentlemen  ; might  yet 
>vlsb\  tci:ispeak  their  mind  previously  to  coming  to  a  vote.  Tlia 
noble  lord  concluded,  by  staling,:  that  tiie  original, motion  met' his 
sen'tiinepts.  ill  Its  utmost'extent;-  and  it.  was  his  wish  to  see  it  adopted 
Ijj'ji the, House?  ;but  rather  than  have  both  addi esses  negatived):  he 
would.prefcr -.voting. certainly  for  the  amendment.  .  :) 

.  ,51r.  LiiYOEs-n-.u  stated,  that  in  his  view  the  House  was  bound  by 
a, regard  to  its  . own  dignity  and  character  to  decide  upon  resolutions 
plain, ..  intelligible,  and  decided.  It  was  their  duty  to  prevent -any 
ambiguity,  froui  yiliicli  those. who  came  after  them  would  feel  ui*- 
able  to  assume,'  whether  such  resolutions  might  not  be  carried  by 
x>ne  majority  upon  one  ground,  and  by  another  majority  on  grounds 
very  different.  This  objection'  he  imputed  both  to1- -the  original 
address,  and  to  the  amendment  of  the' right  honourable  gentleman 
on  tiie  floor  (Mr.:  Bankes),  to  the  latter  most  particularly.  In  his 
view  of  the  course  recommended  by  that  gentleman  it'  was  this, 
that  the  House  should  first  acquit  his  Royal  Highness  of  any  corrupt 
participation,  "but  that  it  should  subsequently  decide  upon  an  ad- 
dress to  the  .throne,  which  imputed  to  the  Duke  of  York  '.the 
strongest  suspicion  of  being  aware-of  such  discreditabletninsactions. 
How  if  it  could  be  contended,  that,  the  evidence  made  out  the 
pharge  of , suspicion  in  his  Royal  Highness,  be  could  not  see  how 
the  House; could  support  the  first  resolution  of  the  right  henourabie 
gentleman,  but  if  the  House- agreed,  as- he.  most  sincerely  did  ifeel 
that. there  existed  no  grounds  for  the  charge  of  criminal  participa- 
tion, He  could  not  reconcile  to  hihiself  by  what  means  those  vtht> 
agreed  in  that- resolution,  could:  afterwards  vote  for  an  address  of 
removal^  founded  as  it  was  upon,  an  alledged  suspicion  andi  know- 
ledge of;  what  was  going  forward,  which,  if  true,.  must'.amo'M:  tol 
participation.  The  learned  .gentleman  then  proceeded  t*  discuss 
the;  various  details.wf  evidence,  and  (amidst  •  fou&criat'^j  ffifstobfiy 
question) (concluded  with  an  expression  of  his,;  dc^'rhimatioh  to. 
vote  .few  the  amendment  of  the  Chancellor  of  thr  »Xcheqtiei<. 

'  Sir  THOMAS  Twhfo»  (amid  tet^writfrOfAmtwii,  questzottj 
claimed' the.indiilgenee.ef,  the,Ho.use-;  *h;^  he  submitted  the  ob- 
servation that  occurred  •  to  hira  pr  the  subject,-  assuring  theth  Ifo 
would  detain  them-.a  veHf.shjr'1"^-' :  }  h«  "ff"  he  had  not  pre- 
sented himself  to.  their  att«>"u<"^^'llei'  ]»  the. debate,  -was,  because 
he  had  becn-*™*11^  to *ee. whether  any  ot- those  gentlemen,  to 
whowipavriedge  and  experience  he  Iqoked  up,  wouldtake  the  s^ftje 
yfew  j»e  ihad  of  tke  "cwfie  that  House  ought  to  ;  take-on  -thfci  rjeea- 
^on,' "  He  bai  aivM  'mag^ 

be 'ahaJog^lo'^'l^^^'WM^isilijusticic,  and  upofi'this -prin- 
ciple, when  be  «***d  M  'A«>  evidence  that  had.- been  adduced  at 
aW/Bar.-Ae^^i^at.ahy  one  assertingi:  that-tH^t  »ouse: 
posseted       11  g    ™m*"<er  of 'passing "sentence,  whether  Tavom*-. 

'  ably 


(    61&  ) 

ably  or  otherwise.  When  he  recollected  the  language  of  the 
learned  Blackstbne,  he  was  sure  they  ought  to  pause,  before  the} 
proceeded  to  take  such  a  step.  That  great  lawyer,  speaking  of 
public  -^Senders,  whom  it  was  necessary  to  bring  to  justice,  savs 
"  the  Commons  of  England  cannot  try ;  because,  representing  1  fife 
"  people  at  large,  they  are  the  party  injured ;  they  must  bring  him 
before  the  tribunal  of  the  lords."  He  observed  on  the  custom  of 
the  Roman  and  Grecian  laws  in  such  cases,  that  it  was  not  usual  to 
convict,  except  on  the  previous  testimony  of  persons  upon  oath." 
If  Cato  had  been  exempt  from  such  a  form,  it  was  because  his 
word  alone  was  equivalent  in  the  estimation  of  his  countrymen  to 
an  oath.  , 

It  was  said,  they  were  only  delivering  an  opinion,  which  would 
produce  the  effect  of  removing  his  Royal  Highness  from  the  chief 
command ;  but  was  not  this  an  injury  of  the  greatest  magnitude, 
as  was  the  case  of  the  Duke  of  Marlborough?  He  had  likewise* 
heard  quoted  the  case  of  lord  Somers  and  the  other  lords ;  but 
their  case  differed  essentially  from  the  present,  in  this,  that  they 
were  heard  in  their  defence.   If  therefore  they  were  to  adopt  the 
Address,  they  would  take  from  the  Duke  of  York  that  which  the 
meanest  subject  possessed,  even  the  lampdighter  at  their  door ;  the 
fight  of  being  heard  before  he  was  judged, 
.  He  would  not  deny  but  that  the  letter  of  that  illustrious  personage 
had  tilled  his  mind  with  considerable  apprehensions  j  still  he  could 
not  conceal  from  himself  that  it  contained  in  the  desire  it  expressed 
a.  good  deal  of  British  feeling  and  British  spirit.    And  when  it  ex- 
pressed such  a  desire,  and  rested  upon  such  claims  to  50St;iee>  he  - 
<equld  not  but  view  the  amendment  proposed  by  the  right  honour- 
* &sjprtlemaB  (Mr.  Bankes)  as  a  smooth  expedient,  equally-hostile 
to  t^ijlujtrious  personage  as  the  original  Address,  only  that  it  was' 
deprives^  £he  rough  hark.  The  handle  was  of  gold,"  the  venom 
«f  the  pois^a^      no  means  taken  away.   With  respect  to  the 
njeritsof  the- «^tion  itself,  be  concurred 'with  the  principle  laid 
down  by  ^fi^^\v4ge,  who  might  be  said  to  have  opened  the 
debate,  and  by  that  ft^^wouW -toy  it—that  it  was  the  accomplice 
laid  the  foundation  oi  tfoe  rkvsae,  but  that  it  was  to  be  supported 
by  other  testimony.   He  m^tf  was  tired  by  the  repetition  of 
Mrs.  Clarke'*  evidence,  and  ste  r. J^t  ^  but  the  foundation; 
he  could  not  but  remark,  that  tho\i^-ifc0the^}towses  wj,0  wre 
to  raise  the  superstructure  were  abused*,*  yfc  defenders  of  the 
Duke,  yet  they.did  not  scruple  to  use  tissm,  as  perfecrty  credible 
when  iUy  found  them,  to  answer  their  purpo**..  How  theu  did  the 
«videnc«  stand  ?  The  case  of  Gaptaui  TonyiUje  considered  as 
much  as  tfce  weakest  in  point  of  evidence;  but  when,  they  came 
to  the  circumstance  of  the  note,  they  W£«  t>*awn  on  their 
backs.   It  was  even  admitted  by  the  ri^aonourat^  gentleman, 
who  bad  first  brought  it  to  Sight,-        *  «  was  »  fo^iy, 

no 
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Ho  belief  was  to  be  gi\«n\:o  the  wtfness;  <but  if  .it  we're  true,  rh> 
l^uke.vias.  acquainted  with  thcxorruptaan.  In  fi'ufuer's  ca«^  9 
Jutttr,.  v?pi5j,\viiEten  by  a  womatf,  complaining  *)ot  of  sli  usage,  'but 
that  hp  had  behaved  unkindly  i  h\st  did,  they  jecollect,  that  it  waj> 
%n ,  a,ppiicatipn  vto  ,go  out  pi"  the»  mmf-,  net  ml&  it'  Suppose  Chat 
dining  tlie  tinipof  the  stoppage  hesHad  died,  would  any  dne'lole- 
lat'e  a- conduct  so  despotic', Re  had.great  ivspect  for  the  pnntyof 
Uie^ajraj.j,  but  if  all  who  wJj'objaftionabie  weie  to  be  prevented 
glutting  he  could  not  b«t  cousnier  rt-a&  rather  an,  odd  mode  of 
preserving  thatpunty.  ''FhWAte  ofaAys»r  Trench  had  been  prov*l 
by  Mr?.  Qaike  arid  captain  iwiodoa;  .  <1  hey,  to  be  sure,  were  ac- 
complices, but  it  was  also  pioved  by  Miss  Taj  lor,  to  whose  testi- 
mony he  piyfesaed  to  giye„^ntee!  <aedifc.  He  ats6  examined  "th§ 
wi\Uau  documents,  by  WUckiC^aoivtsended,  the  .nasi  flagi  ant  abuse 
of  the  lev  j  -yvaajdk-ar  ;  arid*  ^>hat  the  D«ke,<  instead  of  3  gentte  le- 
puiriau.d,,  should  h*ye  iiaEfently.  recalled,  hira,  and  put"hnn*  on 
iiiiijtuai. 

A  learned  gentleman  had  sate!,  that  wheirthe  investigation  begad, 
hehad.ielt  his  prejudices  rathei  against  the  QJufce-;. 'he  could  say, 
his  had  J*eeu,  mJus  favour., -dnd  the  had  exluaioed  thei  'witnes-^s, 
lather  to,;^e-,,rt  ins  wnoceuee  could'be -not  made  oat;  and' a  more 
t  ui  and  patient  investigation  ha<k  nevst  taken*  ptace.  The  leafneid' 
gentleman  endeavaared  tq  vindicate  thelawyers'agaanst  the  getinal 
aspersions  thrown  out  in  tie  course  Of -the  debate/  -as  he<b&evud 
the,  gentlemen  of  that  profession  much  mare  tond  to'tidejid'tten*to> 
accuse,  and  this  disposition  was. snot  inftuenced  bf- A»fc  or  fowS#te 
in  life  Fiojn  the  manner  m  which  dik%thseussf»n  hrfd.gofee-off»' 
fro.u  die  aniple  and  candid  exauiuiation.  of  «kvidencg»n«Sl*a*  pre- 
ceded it,  he  deduced  $  tonsolatoiy  circaiarfaafe^^tfaatf*Wtete'e| 
the.deciStOn  ot  the  House  Slight  be)iWhichiJaEc.iK»(jed  wstfj$  b^'M 
concurrence,  not  with  popular xilamour,  xhut  .'p^p'ala^Si&lirig/Sfc 
country  jwojyld  do, justice  t»  rts^epcesentath-ss.  fit  ^M>e,^J§a|d, 
that  the  eyes,  of  tap  p,eopk,'»seise>  turned  up^tJie«-'u^p4^ui|S^cc4- 
mqd.,  ijuchhe  ihougUaoiieafaisaysJivc  v,2H(J»{  fcit%,'^fedigo|,^r 
luioseli,  tlwt  tbe^eyas  jjfid.^%wtei^p©i»iev^M|^P  rtf?  cpnj 
olyctr  Hjs.trusted-  th3jt»h«3aiiatild^rjrntiiS*re  to' ssnd^  j|t£i^>t$u- 
euis,.attd.|if  v.ouid  thximsi  tkrt  h,e  cflOW  not) ■  'miwissJ^-yith^ 
seijsg  pi  ,bsisk>ivirstMl=vmkity,  5 ottf'fcSfttie'  hOfTox-Jiabl^^efliHii's 
(Jtjcflfipkes.)  a4#M»»'wlnCh  fi)*!hifttcrt<4iiU#!?.''£>dt  $l$arge<i  iio- 
li)i0g'~iwr..4oc  the  Wffgffnar  •atfflrc-Ss'-*'*  Ivi(?h;'i«bgp)i4?t^  tpo  imi'eh. 
Agreeing  vjw>i»»g  «4«"«eitfd',  he-jffiitfd.  mAVcMrw<3C  &r"fjie 
v ote  ,Hpoii,'tfe.-^ant^lfo^'if  tBe-'-K^Heqlle^s ^^oRitstej  *  upon 
wH>iita.h«'§»ldj)pfppr&a.'an'  'Hni^tifihitttt,''  coutaiiratfc;^  distinct 
charge,^*  Mttrl  'the-  ground  of ari^uitei lttr 1  proceedai'g*'.  ^flns 
Amend  went?,     "Said,  "ivou1  t}  be  to  the  following  effect^— 

•""Tte.aCrpr  the  fullest  ljrtiestigation  pf  the  evidence  pi oiticed before 
th£m,  Aty  were  of  opinion  tlievo  v  cro  giour.ds  of  cliargii  g  his  Royal 
H  shness"with  a  knov  jedge  of  the  corrupt  practices  heaid  at  their  b'r  " 
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.  Mr,.  RYJJfcR.cQjtiniented  upon  the  evidence,  and  the'  charges  ge» 
nerally,.;  and  maintained,;  that  where  the  witnesses  were  con-' 
tradipted.  in  their  evidence  of  the  collateral  circumstances,  no  at- 
ten'tiojni  ought  to  he  given  -to  their  statement  of  facts,  which  no 
"other  witness  xoul<l, ,  hy  possibility,  contradict.  No  man's  life 
could' be  sequre  against  perjury,  if  the  utmost  latitude  was  not  al- 
toftM  ^.crdss-examiriing  .the  person  who  preferred  any  accusation,' 
«M  .afterwards  determining  the  degree  of  credit  which  was  due  to 
Ws  account  of  such  tactsas  he  alone  could  have  access  to  know,  by 
the  accuracy  with  which  he  could  relate  the  collateral  circum- 
stances. If  a  witness  was  detected  in  telling  one  falsehood,  how 
were,  people  to  know  when  he  spoke  the  truth?  The  honourable 
ifiember,  after  going  over  all  the  cases  upon  which  evidence  was 
given,  and  contending  that  nothing  had  appeared  which  proved 
any  criminality  in  -the  Duke  of  York,  took  that  opportunity  of 
stating  some  part  of  his  Royal  Highness's  character,  which  had 
not  been  already  stated,  and  which  it  was  his  peculiar  duty  to 
know  in  his  office  of  judge  advocate,  lie  had  always  witnessed 
the  strongest  anxiety  in  his  Royal  Highness  to  promote  and  main- 
tain the  most  strict  and  impartial  administration  of  justice  through- 
out the  whole  army,  and-  to  promote  their  honour  and  discipline. 
His  predecessor  hi.  office  had  made  the  same  observation  to  him  on 
Retiring.  His  Royaij.Highness  had  also  materially  provided  for-the 
future  augmentation  of  the  army,  by  the  establishment  of  the 
military  schools  at  Marjow,  Wy combe,  and  Chelsea. 

EatfTEMPLE  .addressed,  the  House  to  the  following  purport : — 
*'  I  rij>$,  Sir,  for  the  purpose  of  delivering  my  sentiments  upon  the 
.questiqn  before  the  House  ;  because  I  think,  Sir,  whatever  may  be 
the  claim  of  the  honourable  gentleman  near  me  (Mr.  Wilberforce) 
I  have  at  least  an,  equal  claim  to  attention  upon  such  an  important 
subject.   The  eyes  of  this  country  are  fixed  upon  us;  and,  Sir,  I 
do.  not  hesitate  to.deciare  the  fate  of  the  country  hangs  upon  our  de- 
cision. :  jjjpe.aie  placed  in  a  most  remarkable  situation ;  because,  as 
former  evsents  have  quickly  passed  before  our  view,  our  attachment 
fi^Sibecome  stronger  to  the. reigning  family  of  the  kingdom,  and  is 
dailjj  increasing,  when  we  reflect  upon  the  virtues  of  that  person  . 
!whp  now '  enjoys  , the  dignity,  of  the  Crown.    Due  consideration  ; 
caonat  he  dispensed  with  onthe  present  most  important  of , all  other": 
questions,  wtherethe  character  of  the  sqn  of  the  lying  is  brought  be- 
fore.our  judicial  determination.    Rather,  Sir,  than  thisetfent  should  • 
have  come  tp  pass,  I  would  have  shed  my  blood,  I  would  have  shed 
it  dWP-by  drop,  sooner  than  t;he  evidence  now  lying  on  your  Table 
sheila  have  existed,,  and  afterwards  have  been  produced  on  this  most 
unfortunate  occasion. 

A  noble  lord  (Castlereagh)  has  thought  it  his  duty  to  comment 
Upon  tie  proceedings  of  the  House  of  Commons ;  he  -has  said"  we 
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are  trying  the  Duke  of  York  in  his  absence  ';' we  ate  trjjng  hirrTconj 
traary  to  the  "first  right,  the  indispensable' privilege;  oi  even  .th^ 
meanest  subject  withtn  the  realm.  But,  Sir,  if  this  objection  d'e^'ve. 
©ur  Consideration,  if  it  were  advkable  or'prqper  it  should  have  been 
made  in  opposition  to  the  mode  Which  has  already  been  adopted,  it 
ought  to  have  been  suggested,  and  strongly'.supported,  in' the  infant 
stage  of  the  prcsent'proceeding.  His  absence  on  the  present  occa? 
sion  mav  be  a  matter  of  complaint,  and  if  an  inconvenience  result,, 
of  no  inferior  magnitude,  it  might  have  been  prevented  lpng  before 
the  present  period. 

Prejudice.'!  of  the  public  mind  have  been  complained  of,  and  sq 
far  [•  am  ready  to  admit  very  weighty  and  grave  prejudices  have 
been  entertained  respecting  those  benefits  which  have  been  thus  irjif 
properly  conferred  by  his  Koyal  Highness  the  Duke  of  .York.  If 
prejudices  different  from  those  which  I  have  now  adverted  to  haveafr 
fected  the  public  disposition^  they  .have  arisen  from 'the  publicity 
which  unav  oidably  attaches  to  this  mode  of  inquiry;       '  . 

I  do  think  it  necessary  we  should  come  to  a  specific  deternii-* 
nation  upon  the  guilt  or  innocence  of  his  lioyal  Highne'ss.1  But  at 
the  same  time  1  do  not  mean  to  say  we  ought  to  come  to  such-a  deter- 
mination respecting  corruption,  for  our  duty"  compels  u's  to  a  deck 
cision  of  merely  his  general  conduct.  And  after  all  which  has  been 
alledged  on  this  material  question,  I  could  myself  have  no  hesitation. 
ii>  declaring -my  opinion  on  .the  corruption  and(  connivance  of  the 
Duke  of  York;.  Many  difficulties  have  been  started,  and' many 
objections  have  been  made,  relative  to' 'the  mode :  of  proposing  an, 
Addiiess ;  but  still-when  forms  should  have  been  excluded  from  otiF 
present  consideration,  e*enthe  amendment  of  the- Chancellor  df*t'ri'ej 
Exchequer  must,  after  ail,  be  put  in  the  shape  of  an  address,  and' 
in  that  manner  humbly  presented  at  the  foot  of  the" 'Throve;  'I  do 
not  pledge  myself  to  this  or  that  mode  in  particular^  ah'ct  I  will  fur- 
ther-venture, to  state,  that  as  to  corruption  or  cb'hrfivalic^'.l^^ree 
with,  the  honourable  gentleman  opposite,  that  "'the  Widefice  wtis 
principal!-  supported  by  Mrs.' Clarke,  -who  cWn8vte'  'the '>B6nse? 
self-confuted  and  blasted  in  her' evidence.  Hiarty Wltfi' 

respect  to  Miss  Taylor's  evidence,  I  have  "no'-ret'u'et'anee  iff  d'eclarm"^.' 
I  think  it  correct,  :but  it" does  not  convict  the'  Duke' 'oftiJul  cor- 
ruption; yet>  'though'  the  evidence  does  not  -go  W\$8n  ¥-'ierigftfii;'fl; 
certainly;  shews  his'  Royal  Highness,  contrary  to  eH'ery  correct 
8en$e<.of  propriety  and  decorum*  did  commit  -tti  '«\rcli  %  Hvomkn. 
various ;traosaGtions of  great  'importance.?  •  After  all'whiicti  has.'beea 
obSeKvedj.iin  negard;to>  the  expencesif  Gloudestef-plab'ei' I'miki, 
confess  I.hadi  rather -see- the  Duke-pronou'hced'guiltj-'bf  'gKaVfe 
travagance,  for  it  would' be  more  congenial  to  my;  mind^ft'an 
ie.wesetojbe  pronaunced  guilty  b'f  toi-ru^Soh.'-'-'In"{fte,'HieaVi  time> 
Sir^'jocthis,  subject*!  am  very  ready  to  grant -it  iigbtikl  -be  propertf 
tusiDuke  of  York  paid  more  attention  to  his  own  concerns.  I  am 
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determined,  to  .stand  ^boldly,  forward,  and  express  distinctly  nry 
sentiments  oh  this  occasion.  I  do  acquit  his  Koyal' Highness  of  ail 
.corruption  and  connivance  hi  these  transactions,  But  rfin'r,  hini 
•  guilty0pf.  having  permitted  this  woman  to  interfere  with  his"  dispo- 
sition of"  military  preferment.  Considerable  attention  is  due  to 
the  ;  case -of.  Ken  net,  and  to  that,  of  Clavering.  The  Pake  of 
fork's  own  hand  is  produced;  He 'desires  Mrs.  Clarke  "to  tell 
Cluvering  the  .second  regiments  were  not  to  be  raised,  therefore  it 
was  useless  for  her  to  interfere.  .And  what  is  the  natural  inference 
to  be.  drawn  fron'i  such  an  expression  ?  Why,  if  the  second  regi- 
Hientsivvere  to  be  raised,  :she  might  in  that  case  have  interfered, 
t, .  I-iinn'pt  agree  with,  the  right  honourable  gentleman  (Mr.  Wind- 
ham);  who,'  spoke  last'  night,  and  who  seems  uhcbmmonly  fastidi- 
ous In, /forming  his  opinion ;  nor  would  I  with  him  split  a  hair -on 
ttl^isrimpprtant^iiestion.  I  would  however  most  earnestly -recem- 
-njenS-'fus ;  Royal  Highness  to  resign  the  command  of  our  army. 
'#||  titlie,.  Si"r„  may  coine,  ..probably  it  is  fast  approaching;  when. 
wcTshjijt  be,'  dri  ven  to  .fight  for  the  cause  in  which  we  are' engaged 
,on;:BriiisJh 'groimd,  and 'then  it  may  be- very  important: -to  our 
^ex'ivtence  that  our  troops  should  be  under  the  eommandof  a  person 
wlio, may  enjoy  great'er'cohfidehce  from  the  people.  It  is  the  dtfty 
fit  rainistevs'to  exert  themselves, on  this  subject,  andto'  recomnwhd 
such  a  proceeding..  I  have  now,  Sir,  discharged  my  duty ;'  the 
\ask  'has.  .been  painful,  but  it  is  the .  only  line  «f  conduct  which 
coiild  be  ■satisfactory  to  myhiind.  I  recollect  an  observation-  of 
l^rd,  Burleigh— '  England  cat!  never  be  mined  but  by  k«Par-lia- 
fllent,'  and  I'am.of  the  same  opinion  ;  the  remark-is  as  just' as  it  is 
?triking-*-England  will  never  be. ruined  till  parliament -Shall  .'cease;  to 
perform  its  duty?'  -  ,  .  - -- 

"The  Lom  advocate  of  "Scott.and  >ose/  amidst  a-;lbit.u  ejy'of 
Question.  !  He  said'  he  was  well,  aware  of  the  iirfpatie^ce-  of  '  the' 
House  to  come  to  a  vote;  but  although  fie  steWouifos^i-cScept 
from  a  sense  of  duty,  yet  in  a  case-  of  sue'h  roagnittUteaiid  im- 
jjortabce,  on  a  question  of  evidence,'  he  could  hot'-think-df  giving 
ja.siient  .vote.';  He  felt  that  every  moment "tWs  debate  Wits fro- 
tractecji,  the  more  necessity  there  was'  for-'  doing  so.""  Tbe  speeeh 
of  the, noble  Lord  who'  had  just  sat  down,  did-hot  satisfy  him  fti  a 
question  of  such  a  "complicated  nature.  He  had  gone  over  : the 
eyidence  with  the 'utmost  attention;  and  had  formed'  an- opknon, 
the  groynds  of  which,  if  gentlemen  would  hear  his-s'tatei«eht^  t*ey 
•would  sooner  be  enabled  to  arrive  it  the'  accomplishment  of  their 
ebject.  .His  opinion  was,  tfcajt  his  Royal  Higlir^ss'liad  not'temny 
one  instance,  abused  that  power  which  Was  entrusted  to.hiii};;'>4.nd 
that "tfte  proper  course  of  proceeding  W6uld;be,!  that  every  dtettoct 
charge  should  be'put  in  the  nature  of  a  question,  so  ■as'eithw  ta  be 
rejected  or  approved  of.  If  the  Commander  in  Chief  ;w*.ygjrilty 
of  ..corruption,  -let  it  be  said  so,  and  let  hnn  be  sent'W'  h»H'ml ; 
'  -ibut 
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but  if,  on  t!re  other  hand,  he  was  not  guilty  of  corruption,  let  him 
be  acquitted  by  a  vote  of  the  House,  declaring  him  to  be  innocent. 
The  learned  gentleman  was  then  piocceding  to  animadvert  on  tire 
evidence,  but  the  House  became  so  clamorous,  that  he  found  it 
impossible  to  obtain  a  hearing. 

Mr.  Wilbeuforce  then  rose  and  began  by, stating  that  he  de- 
feired  to  the  latest  oppoitumty  his  intention  of  offering  to  the  House 
hi*  sentiments  on  the  present  roost  important  question,  because  he 
confessed  that,  it  was  his  uniform*  and  anxious  wish  to  hear  all  that 
might  be  said  on  the  subject  upon  either  side,  according  to  the  va- 
rious views  that  different  minds  might  be  severally  disposed  to  take 
of  it,  before  he  ventyied  to  state  his  opinion,  that  he  might  see  it, 
in  every  light,  and  in  every  shape,  that  it  csuld,  perhaps,  possibly 
appear  in ;  and  it  had  been  with  a  view  to  this,  that  be  had  from 
the  veiy  commencement  of  this  business,  down  to' that  moment, 
devoted  his  fixed  and  undivided  attention  to  every  part  as  it 
passed  successively  undei  his  observation,  both  with  lespect  to-the 
evidence,  and  the  variety  of  coifimentary  that  evidence  had  called 
forth ;  because  it  was  his  wish,  as  it  unquestionably  was  his  duty* 
to  avail  himself  of  every  possible  advantage,  that  could  enable 
iura  to  come  ultimately  an  opinion  at  once  mm,  impartial,  and 
decided.  And  in  the  first  place,  before  he  proceedea  to  observe 
"upon  the  case  itself,  he  could  not  help  adverting  to  the  disposition, 
he  felt  at  the  time  when  the  charges  weie  at  first  brought  forward. 
Here  he  must  frankly  confess,  that  he  had  his  full  share'  in  partici- 
pating in  those  piejudices  in  favour  of  the  accused  which  had  been 
felt  and  acknowledged  by  otheis;  and,  theiefore,  whatever  eii- 
muiahty  .there  might  be  in  persons  iri  a  judicial  capaeityinvolunta- 
nly  giving  admission  to  such  feelings,  he  could  not  help  candidly 
acknowledging,  that  he  must  come  in  foi  his  full*  shaie  of  it,  for 
the  charges  did  appear  to  him  to  be  so  extremely  improbable,  that 
the  honourable  member  who  had  originated  them  must  forgive 
Aim  when  he  said,  that  he' was  almost  satisfied  that  they  would, 
aiot  be  substantiated.  The  result,  however,  of  the  investigation 
-upon  his  mind  had  been-  such  as  to  shew  that  though  he  could  not 
•altogether  get  lid  of  those  prejudices,  he  had  not  suffered  them  to 
interfeie  so"  fa*  as  to  bias  his  affections,  close  Ins"  views,  or  in- 
fluence his  judgment.  The  question  appeared  to  him  to  divide 
itself  -mto  two  points:  first,  to  what  degiee  of  conuption  did  the 
i-Duke-of  York  participate  in  the  matteis  proved '—and  secondly, 
what  was  the  geneial  etfect  of  this  coirirphon'  As  for  the  paiti>- 
«ipation,  he  could  not  help  stating,  that  it  was  astonishing  to  liira 
that  hs  Royal  Highness  had  not  felt  stiong  suspicions;  he  must 
have-  known  ftorai  military  fuends  and  acquaintances,  that  theie 
"was  a  pievailmg  opinion  in  the  army  that  this  comiptton  existed. 
These  were  things  not  done  m  a  corner,  but  generally  known  and 
published  va  widely-circulated  pamphlets.   It  was  a  notorious  and 
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undeniable  fact  that  army  patronage  was  corruptly  disposed  of,  and' 
that'  the  channel  was  through  the  Commander  in  Chief.  The 
Duke  of  York  must  also  have  known  from  the  histories  he  had 
read/ that  the  mistresses  of  Princes  had  ever  .been  the  source  to 
which  the  corrupt  had  applied;  that  they  kept,  as  it  were,  a  shop 
open  tor  the  disposal  of  favours  at  Court.— It  has- 'been  said, -Mrs. 
Clarke  came  from  the  protection  of  an  army  broker,  then  the  Duke 
of  York  ought  to  have  been  still  more  careful,  and  on  his  guard 
against  her,  as  knowing  she  must  be  acquainted  with  all  the  tricks 
and  practices  of  office.  His  "Royal  Highness  also  knew  that  she 
was  distressed  for  money,  and  tempted  by  her  necessities ;  another 
great  cause  to  induce  her  to  avail  herself  of  the  means  iir  hee 
power.;  . ;:  <  :    .    ■  ' 

In  the  evidence  of  Mr.  Corri,  it  was  stated,  that  a  few-  months 
After  the  connection  had  ceased  between  the  Duke  of  York  and 
Mrs,  Clarke,  she  called  upon  him,  and  told  him- that  the  Duke 
•was  afigry  at  something,  and  at  the  same  time  recommended  to 
him  to  destroy  all  his  papers.  This  circumstance  shewed,  that 
some  suspicions  Had  then  been  excited  as  to  some  facts,  which. may 
have  come  to  light,  and  flashed  conviction  upon  the  mind  of  bis 
Royal  Highness,  His  Boyal  Highness  seemed  not  to  have  been, 
aware  of  the  opportunity  he  enjoyed  to  consult  those  excellent 
And  honourable  men  by  whom  be  was  surrounded,  as  to  the  means 
to  prevent- Mrs. -Clarke  from  imposing  upon  his  weakness  by 
rendering.his  attachment  to  her  subservient  to  her  corrupt  practices!. 
On  the  contrary,  he  appeared  to  have  kept  them  inthe  dark  upon 
these  subjects ;  and  there  was  one  circumstance  to  which  he  would 
particularly  advert,  to  shew  that  this  had  been  the  case,  When 
he  received  the  letter  from  Mrs,  Sutherland,  requesting  that  the 
resignation 'of  Major  Turner,  might  not  be  accepted  for  sometime, 
in  order  that  a  lady,  to  whom  he  was  represented  as  having-be- 
hayed  ill;  might  Know  where  to  find  him,  he- put  thatjetter  into 
the  hands  of  Colonel  Gordon,  as  if  it  had  been  a  letter  from  n 
perfect  stranger  (//ear,  hear,  hear);  and  Colonel  Gordon  had 
«yeri  stated  at  the  bar,  that-he  had  not  at  that  time  acknowledge 
that  tbe  contrary  was  the  case  (Hear-,  hear).  '  It  was  not  then 
hfecessary  to  state  "how  that  case  stood.  The  House  was  aware  that 
atf  intiiuate  connection  had  previously  subsisted  between  his  Royal 
Highness  and  this  Mrs.  Sutherland ;  in  short,  that  she  had  been 
Jiis  mistress.  From  this,  therefore,  they  must  see,  that;  blinded 
buhl's  affection  or  partiality  for  this  lady,  the  Duke  sunk  the  cir- 
cumstance of  his  knowledge  of  her  on  the  occasion ;  and  instead 
©f/irflafrmg /an  explicit  communication  of  the  fact,;  rather  k«pt 
Cpfefiet  Gordon  in  the  dark— that  individual  who  of  all  others  was 
inbst  likely-' to  rescue  him  from  the  dangerous  precipice  upon  .-which 
be  stood,  and  to  save  him  from  the  abyss  into  which  he  was  ready 
to  plunge.  (Hear  J  hear'O''  It  appeared;  also*  frois  the  evidenct,  » 
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that  though  Colonel  Gordon  had  enjoyed  the  confidence  o£  tns 
Duke  of  York,  so  far  as  the  execution  of  the  duties  of  his  office 
■was  concerned,  for  which  that  able  officer  seemed  so  well  qualified, 
he  did  not  possess  so  much  of  his  confidence  as  would  enable  him 
to  discharge  !he  office  of  a  friend,  whom  Princes  so  much  want, 
but  so  seldom  meet  with.  Certain  it  was,  as  had  been  stated  by 
Colonel  Gordon  in  his  examination ,  that  he  had  never  even  seen  Mrs'. 
Clarke  until  lie  saw  her  at  the  bar  of  that  House ;  and  in  every 
thing  that  related  to  the  connection  between  her  and  the  Duke  of 
York,  that  gentleman  appeared  to  have  kept  a  dignified  distance, 
such  as  became  his  just  and  honourable  mind.  But  before  he 
should  make  the  observations  he  intended  upon  several  of  the  cases, 
he  begged  to  say  a  few  words  upon  one  fact,  and  ah  importaat 
one  too,  namely,  the  very  different  circumstances  in' which  those 
who  were  prosecuting,  and  those  who  were  defending  these 
charges,  were  placed.  It  had  weM  been  stated  in  his  very  able 
speech  by  the  Noble  Lord,  (Lord  Folkestone)  that  the  defence 
had  been  conducted  and  supported  by  all  the  legal  authorities  of 
the  government,  by,  persons  who  possessed  the  means  to  find  put, 
and  the  power  to  compel  the  attendance  of  any  witnesses'-whom  it 
might.  be  necessary  to  examine;  and  it  had  been  assisted  through- 
out  by  the 'influence  and  weight  of  wealth,  rank,  and  property. 
The  inference  that  resulted  from. all  .this  was,  that  if  any  .unfa- 
vourable-impressions  existed  against  the  Duke  of  York,,  it  was  not 
Because  all  the  witnesses  had  not  .been  called,  whoso  testimony 
might  have  been  necessary  for  his  defence,  or  effectual  for  his  jus- 
tification. All  the  witnesses  that  could  have  been1  of  any  service 
to  that  purpose  had  been  examined  ;  and  if  no  .more  had  been 
called,  it.  wasi  only  because  those  who  conducted  the  defends 
omitted  to  do  so,  lest  they  should  injure,  their  own  cause.  (7  Aw  / 
hear .')  ■  . 

: :  In  this  .case,  the  proof  must  either  be  from  Mrs.  Clarke,  the  Duke 
of,  Yorkv.the  persons  who  received  the  favours,  or  the  agents,  who 
negotiated  them,  •  It  so  happened  that,  they  had  all  these  kinds  .of 
evidence -Ujt  Mrs.-Glarke  at  the  bar,  the,  Duke  of  York's  letters, 
the-  favoured  persons' .  testimony,  and  letters ;  and  the  agents,:  wlie- 
ther-  they  were  aware  of  Mrs.  Clarke's  designs,  or,  as  was  .more 
probable,^  the  dupes  to  her  arts.  Mrs.  Clarke,  in  her  testimony, 
seemed  to-fcave  little,  seruple  in  violating  the  truth,  and  she. was 
also  contradicted  by  olheis.  Though  he  was  confident  that  Mrs. 
Ctatke  was  not  a  witness,,  to.  whom  he  should  give  any  great  degree 
of  credit,  yet  when  corroborated  as  she  had  been,;  in,  cases  ^vjjtch 
appeared  the.mast/pmantic  on  their.beiug  first  mentioned,  h,e  CbqlH 
not  \yithhold  his  credit  from  her  testimony.  The  case  of  O'Msaia 
for.  instance,  appeared  at  first  to  have  been  only  .the  creature  of  li^r 
imagination ;-.  go  .also.-,  had  it  appeared  impossible  to  belieVfe"  h'fr 
*tefe^ntiwsp«»|ingj^eners^  .Clavering,  and.  yet  both,  had.beea 

'    '  afterwards 
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afTerWards  confirmed  in  a  most  extraordinary  manner.  He  men- 
tioned these  small  matters,  because  it  was  not  possible  to  put  thein 
•out  of  the  question,  an<l  because  it  was  often  from  such  crr-cum- 
stances  that  the  most  correct  opinion  was  to  be  formed  of  any 
transaction.'  When  Mrs.  Clarke  had  been  asked  how  she  had 
made  her-request  to  accomplish  the  exchange  for  Colonel  Knight, 
she  answered  that  she  hard  given  to  the  Duke  of  York  -the  naiwes 
of  the  parlies  upon  a  slip  of  paper,  which  she  had  received  from 
Dr.  Thymic  It  appeared  from  the  evidence,  that,  unknown  to 
her  at  that  time,  Dr.  Tiiynne  had  also  stated  that  he  had  given-to 
Mrs.  Clarke  a  slip  of  paper  containing  the  names  of  the  parties. 
These  coincidences  in  small  matters  often  amounted  to  more 
«ogent  proof  than  resulted  from  more  important  parts  of  evidence. 
It  had  likewise  been  said  by  Mrs.  Clarke,  that,  whenever-  the 
Duke  of  York  was  with  har,  she  never  suffered  a  livery  servant  to 
attend.  It  appeared  that  Samuel  Carter  did  attend  his  Royal 
Highness,  but  it  afterwards  came  out,  that  he  never  wore  a  livery. 
But  the  greatest  thing  of  ail,  that  confirmed  the  testimony  of  Mre. 
Clarke,  was  the  production  of  the  Duke  of  Yoik's  letters  to- her, 
as  welfas  the  production  of  the  letters,  of  which  she  had  no  idea, 
that ihey  existed,  and  the  note  which  hadJbeen  so  much  disputed. 
He  was  ready  to  give  every  credit  for?  their  candour  and  impar- 
tiality tp  those,  'toh#,  in  commenting  upon  the  evidence,  did  not 
%ppear  to,  h#ve  sufficiently  attended  to  these  documents ;  but  gen* 
fclemen, should  recollect,  that  wheja  '.they  were  acting  as  judges, 
they  should  not.  hawforgotten  to  have  summed  up  all' the  evidence. 
Hear,  hear,  hear !  It  was  very  material  to  keep  these  letters, 
and  especially  the  mysterious-  note  in  view,  in  considering  how" 
far  the  testimony  of  Mrs.  Clarke  was  Corroborated.  Arid  when 
gentlenjen  contended,  that  the  evidence  of  Mrs.  Clarke  was  riot 
to  be  believed,  it  was  impossible  not  to  suppose  that  they  would 
have  etideivo«red  to  shew,  that  these  documents  contradicted  Tier 
testimony.  He  would  ask  the  right  honourable  gentleman  whether, 
when  they  knew  that  these  letters  found  in  the  possession  of  Mr. 
Sandon,  and  tfee  letters  procured  from  Mr.  Nichoj,  afforded  "the 
best  means  to  invalidate  the  testimony  of  Mrs.  Clarke,  they  can- 
shew  why,  with  all  their  sagacity,  research,  and  power  of  inquiry, 
they  had  yet  left  these  documents  entirely  out  of  the  question  ? 

'As  for  what  had  been  said  of  the  expence  of  the  establishment, 
he  never  could  believe  that  Ms  Royal  Highness  had  looked  to  the 
sale  of  Commissioas,  for  its  regular  supply ;  and  the  assertion  of 
Mrs.  Clark?,  that  he  told  her  if  she  was  clever  she  needed  want 
for  nothing,  was  so  kflprofoabfe,  that  h«  could'  not  for  a  moment 
-credit  ft.  Yet  there  might  be  Sorpet'hmj*.  short  of  this,  which  pe- 
cuniary difficulties  and  distress  occasioned.  The  honourable  gen<- 
tlemah  next  considered  the  exchange  between  Knight  and  Brooke, 
as  shewn  ia  the  general  uaderstaadwg  that  corrupt  practices  exist- 
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rd — a  belief  most  injurious  to  the  interests  of  the  army,  which' 
rould  not  entertain  a  more  ruinous  notion  than  that  the  road  to 
preferment  was  by  base  and  mean  artifices,  instead  of  patient  suf- 
fering, discipline,  and  conduct.  Dowler's  case  he  coiwidered  an 
more;  gross  than  the  former ;  and  though  there  was  no  reason  to 
jbeheve  the  Duke  of  York  privy  to  the  payment  of  the  10001.  yet 
he^  was  actuated  by  ..undue  influence,  fie  contended,  that  his 
Royal  Highness,  and  not  Sir  Brooke  Watson's  interference,  pro- 
cured .the  appointment.  Mr.  Dowlervas  the  son  of  a  man  who 
Jiad  been  for  -fifteen  years  a  member  of  the  Whig  Club,  and  the 
constant  opponent  of  Sir  Brook  Watson  in  his  own  ward.  It  was 
not  to  be  supposed  that  he  would  have  provided  a  place,  and  in  his 
own  office,  for  the  son  of  that  gentleman ;  at  least  it  would  require 
great  credulity  to  believe  that  fact.  French's  levy  was  extremely 
suspicious,  and  though  there  was  no  decisive  proof  that  the  Duke 
knew  of  the  corrupt  agreement,  there  was  reason  to  think,  from 
the  long  correspondence,  he  could  not  but  have  suspected  it.  As 
,for  Miss  Taylor's  evidence,  he  conceived  it  to  be  a  proof  pf  a  wish 
to'  turn  every  thing  to  fbe  purpose  of  the  party  she  had  espoused; 
when  an  honourable  gentleman  said,  that  even  if  she  had  heard  the 
,  words  stated  in  her  evidence,,  they  we're  without  meaning—"  Does 
:ho  hurras*  you  as  he  does  me,"  was  the  construction  of  the  sentence, 
alluding  to  French  and  his  levy,  which  was  a  business  with  which 
the  Duke  alone,  and  not  Mrs.  Clarke,  had  with  propriety  any 
-thing  to  do.  .  This  was  another  proof  of  corrupt  influence;  but 
considering  that  Mi§s  Taylor  could  not  recollect  any  thing,  eise, 
and  .that  these  words  were  brought  to  her  mind  by  Mr§.  Clarke, 
'fae.-eould  not  think  tins  evidence  strong  -enough  to  prove  any  guilty 
participation  on  the  part  of  his  Royal  Highness.  Tonyn's  case 
,  was  a  strong  one,  and,  supported  by  the  ho.te,  which  in  his 
opinion,  was  genuine,  though  it  was  probable  it  might  be  ob- 
tained from  the  Duke  of  "York  with  some  other  view,  and  on  some 
other  story  than  the"  one  now  told.  The  case  of  Captain  Turner 
proved  Miat.  influence  of  a  similar  description  to  Mrs.  Clarke's  pre- 
vailed ;.  and  if -a  woman,  not  living  with  the  Commander  in  Chief, 
could  prevail  so  .much  as  to  prevent  the  resignation  of  an  officer ; 
what  tnight  be  be  expected  from  the  influence  of.  a  woman  with, 
whom  he  lived,  and  for  whom  he  had  the  warmest  affection?' 

In  voting  for  the  amendment  of  his  honourable  friend,  'he  should 
vote  for  the  acquittal  of  the  Duke  of  York  of  corruption-asfar  as 
he  could.  But  the  gentleman  opposite  appeared  to  him  to  have 
adopted  a  strange  course.  In  consequence  of  the  evidence,  they 
called-  tor  a  direct  decision  of  the  question  of  corruption  or' no 
corruption/ They  found  fault  with  the  amendment' of  his' ho-> 
.  isoiirabie  friend,,  because  he  had  not  introduced  something  stronger 
into  it,  which  they- could  more  easily  induce  the  i  lou-e  to  reject. 
Theseigentleiweii  were"  old  soldiers,  Hear !  hear  I  and  could  not  be 


at , any  to  , for  parliamentary  expedients  (Hear -f  hear!}  BctoA 
^id "soiife  expeneftije.  in  these  matters,  and  should  have,  proiitetl. 
little  by  bis "long  acquaintance  with  the  practice  and  forms  of  Par-b 
liaraeat,  not  to  perceive  the  drift  of  such  a  suggestion.  The  most 
manly  course  that  the  House  could  adopt,  \vould  be  that  which 
wis  consists  .wirtuf,?  duty,  and  with  justice.  Theyshowld  g»,  no 
£^Wrij&;|i),i^eu';ii^3r  dgiiiahded.:.  Glad,  indeed,  should  . he.  he,  if- 
ifwas,'po£sibie'fdr.'ih^)  House  to  come  to. a  decision  iavohrajrie  tojiis' 
KoyaFf  iighijess.,  .  but  that,  the  evidence  rendered  hopeless.,  They, 
were  net  to  be  considered,  cruel  for  placing  the  Duke  in-  the  situation 
in:  which  the  question  befojelthe  House  placed  him.  It  was  not 
that  Bxjuse,,  or  any  proceeding  in  it,  but  those  friends  who  should- 
have  informed  his/Koy^V,  Highness  of  the  corrupt  .practices:  that 
wer,e  going  oil,  and  neglected  it,  that  had-  brought  his  Royal  High-, 
ness  tc/^he,  situation,  in  which  he  ,the,n  was.  With- regard  to  all  that, 
had  beeh  said  of, the  evidence,  as  to  the  genera!  improbability  06 
its  character,,  that  had  no  iniiuence.upon  his  mind..  >!o  man, would 
say  ihat  the  Duke  of  York  recollected  the  letters .  which  had  been 
produced.  This,  was  likely  enough  to  arise  from  that  looseness  of 
-mind,  of  ac  ting,  and  of  feeling,  which  appeared  in  the  coiiduefr 
of  Jiis  Royal.  Jlighness. 

In  'adverting  to,  the;  internal  evidence,  Mr.  Wilberforce  expressed 
his  conviction  that  there  could  ;be  110  pjot  in  the.caje.  Mrs.  Clarke* 
it 'appeared,,  was  oh,  bad; terms, with  Maltby,  with  Sandon,,  and 
©there  with. whom  this  plot  nrust  have,  beea.conlr-ived.  .Dowler  and 
Safi'dpri  had  'but  just,  arrived  from  the  Continent.  ■  There  was,  he; 
confessed,  the  strongest  . confirmation  of  her  evidence  on  some  o£ 
the'  niostmatarial  points  in  the  letters—a  sort  of  evidence  which  had 
always  beeri  considered  as  the  best,  as  they  were  written  at  the  time  ; 
and  of  many  of  these  she. herself  did  not  know  the  existence.  He 
next  adverted  to  the  argument  ua  .favour  of  the,  Duke,  of  York? 
deduced  'from  the  management,  of  the  army.  As  far,  as  this  tended 
to  shew  tii^t  ,  these -transactions  .had  n"  material  bad  effect  oiv  thet 
character  ©f'  the  arriiyj  .he  thought. the  argument  a;,  just  .one;  but 
when  brought  forward  as  something  to,  be  .placed  in,  the,  opposite 
scale;  it  rather  tended. to  proveike  strength  of  the  .evidence,  Me> 
allowed  tftSt  the  puke'of  York,-  By  placing  Colonel  Gordon  and 
other  most  honoiir^ble  pe%)g?  jaboiit  hjtii  in  his  office  had  given  a 
feond  to  the  ptlblic'for  the  correctness  of  his  own  CQnditct^~and  one, 
could  only,  regret  .that  ^  had.  not  j .  .when  he,  knew  of  JVIrs,,  ClarkeV 
interference, "'^iyra  Inslr^ibn^  j^Vtneni'^.'cbeck  it,  '  lie  cffuld  not 
doubt,  frojn  the  evidence  of  "t hf  honourable,  General  .apposite  (Sir 
A.  Wellesle^),  aA&iMhWs,.' Uiaf ^^jmgidwme'nts. had- taken  place' in 
the  iStM^X^^X^amf'i^oi  ^e'Jhad  ratherfhoughti ths  -honenr-j 
able  ^jieraTiiid  not  do^.jus'ticei  'to  Jiims'elf  .or  his.  fellow  soldiers* 
when'h^a^bW'iis'aM't^W  vie^bjiies  to  the  Duke  oC  York'.'.  :The? 
:  excdterle&of  f^ 
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British  constitution;  and  that  gradually  descending  scale  of  rank, 
which  gave  every  mdependant  man  consequence,  and  a  feeling  of 
thgnity  which  spiead  over  the  wholecomnuinity. 

,  Magna  Mcorpore  niiscet.  ' 

TK'e  honourable  gentleman,  "-after  some  further  remarks  upon 
the  natuie  of  fhe  several  modes  of  proceeding  submitted  to 
the  House,  came  to  consider  the  charge*  against  his  Royal  High- 
ness m  a  moral  point  of  view,  and  said,  that,  aftei  viewing  the 
scenes  which  had  been  unhappily  disclosed,  and  consideimg  that 
the  ej  es  of  the  country,  nay  ot  ail  Europe,  were  upon  them,  the  House 
had  a  most  impoi  taut  function  to  pel  form;  and  he  had  no  hesitation  in 
saj  ing,  that  the  public  opinion  of  their  independence  would  greatly 
depend  on  the \ole  they  should  give  upon  the  subject  before  them. 
Foi  his  part;  after  lefiecting  on  the  disgusting  scenes  that  had  been 
pioved,  he  thought  the  House  could  do  no  less  than  come  to  a 
lesolution  to  suppoit  the  amendment  of  his  light  honouiablc  friend 
Mr.  Bankes.  It  was  wise,  prudent,  and  modeiate,  and,  in  his 
opinion,  ri.et  the  j'istice  of  the  case,  when  considered  in  one  com- 
piehensive  and  gcueial  view.  It  was  a  fit  sacafice  to  public  de- 
cency, and  it  was  necessary  to  the  safeu  of  the  country  that  the 
office  of  the  Commandei  in  Chief  should  no  longei  continue  in 
the  hands  of  his  Ro\al  Highness.  (A  loud  ciy  of  Hear*  keai  ' 
Jiom  the  Opposition  Jsenthes) 

The»Hoiise,  he  said,  owed  it  as  arepaiation  to  public  moials  to 
speak  out,  and  it  was  highlj  beneficial  to  society,  that  so  flagiant 
a  deviation  fiom  the  punuples  oi  lehgion  and  viitue  should  be 
imaiked  by  lepiehension  A  vei\  able  filter,  Machiavel,  had 
said',  tha't  looseness'in  moiuls,  and  infidelity  in  religion,  sapped  and 
undermined  a  fctate  moie  than  ain  olhei  cause  wlwtevei.  If  then 
*he  house"  siould  take  no  l.otice  oi  the  vice  and  debauchery- 
pi  aved  at  their, bar,  it  would  go  to  establish  a  belief,  that  they 
yaid'ihoreiespect  to  the  laws  of  cotmesy  and  cnility  than  they  did 
to tfetS'lawirW  God.'  He  would  admit  that  his  majesty's  example 
for  uijtue  and  ,piety  1'jad  endeaied  hun  to  his  people  ,  b'ut  the  hope 
that  his  loyal  hrghness  would  set  about  ;>n  immediate  leloimalion, 
and  -imiftite  his-  tliiss'uious  parent,*  was  going  bevond  the  cduiaiy 
confidenfe  that  house  was  accustomed  to  give.  {J general  excla- 
mation oj)  hear' f  hear ')  , 

An  honouuble  gentleman,  he  said/ had.  alluded  to  some  tians,- 
actions  m  the  tune  of  Charles  the  Second .  as  it  was  the  reign  of 
mistresses-,,  'he  would  also  state  a  fact  in  point  that  occurred  in  the 
same  reign.  It  appealed  that  that  Monarch  had  taken  some  un- 
becoming freedoms,  and  behaved  lmpropeily  with  a  loose  female. 
The  members  of  the  kirk  were  called  upon  to  tebuLe  ins  majesty 
tor  his  bad  example/ and  contempt  ot  public  morals,,  and  au 
««cleaiai»tK:  of  the  name  of  Douglas  iv.is  selected  for  that  puipose. 

H<mng 
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Having  come  Snip  the  presence  of  the  king,  he  requested  thosa  who 
accompanied  him 'to  remain  at  a  distance,  and  when  he  had^ ad- 
vanced out  of  the  bearing  of  the  spectators,  he  exclaimed,  "  The 
next  time  your  Majesty'  indulges  with  loose  women,  take  care  to 
close  the  shutters."  The  king  received  the  intimation  as  it  was 
meant,  -and-  the  people  were  completely  satisfied  with  the  rebuke. 
!Mr.  Hume,  who  tells  the  story,  informs  us,  that  the  king  never 
forgot  the  minister's  courtesy,  "but  he  does  not  tell  us  that  his  ma- 
jesty reformed  his  habits."  Now  the  use  he  meant,  to  make  of  this 
story  was,  that  the  expectations  of  rebuke  held  out  by  the  Chancellor 
of  theExchequer  appeared  to  him  to  be  something  like  the  rebuke  in 
question,  and  it.  was  not  unlikely  its  effects  would  be  the  same. — If  the 
House,  therefore,  meantto  do  any  thing  to  uphold  a  due  sense  of  reli- 
gion and  morals,  it  should  come  to  a  direct  avowal  of  its  concern,  that 
those  essential  and  fundamental  prihciplesof  a  people's  prosperity  and 
happiness  should  have  been  violated  by  his  Royal  Highness.  If  it  was 
to  act  otherwise,  and  to  adopt  the  Resolutions  and  Address  of  the  right 
honourable  gentleman  opposite  to  him,  it  would  be  merely  echoing 
back' the  contents  of  his  Royal  llighness's  letter— a  document,  the 
sooner  it  was  forgot,  the  belter.  Still  the  Addi ess  had  some  unex- 
ceptionable traits  in  it— he  meant  the  respect  paid  to  his  Majesty  ; 
and  the  more  the  several  branches  of  the  Ro}al  lamily  imitated  the. 
example  placed  before  them,  the  more  likely  were  they  to  ensure 
the  respect  and  affection  of  the  country. — {Here  the  impatience  of 
the  House  for  the  Question,  and  tits  cry  to  enforce  a  division  nets 
so  loud  and,  continued,  that  the  voice  of  the  Speaker  was  drowned 
for  a  considerable  time.) 

Gentlemen,  he  said,  would  do  well  to  consider  seriously  whalr  they 
were  doing,  for  if  they  were  resolved  to  come  to  a  decision  adverse 
to  that  which  appeared  to  be  founded  on  truth-  and  justice,  they 
would  make  themselves  responsible  for  the  consequences  that  niigA 
result  from  continuing  his  Royal  Highness  in  office  after  what  had 
passed.  lie  would  repeat,  that  he  could  not  remain  there,  with 
pritdence,  and  he  adjured  the  House  to  recollect,  that  not  only  the 
honour  of  the  British  Parliament,  but  the  safety  of  the  Country  was 
at  stake,  He  adjured  them  also  to  recollect,  that  the  uetaiiqijs 
traffic  for  commissions  and  promotions  had  been  promulgated,  not 
;only  throughout  the  British  empite,  but  all  Europe;  and  what  would 
bethought,  after  substantiating  such  piactices  at  their  Bar,  should 
the  Commander  in  Chief  be  allowed  to  keep  his  station  ?  Il  kept 
mistresses  were  to  open  or  shut  the  doors  to  rrtilitaiy  preferment* 
was  il  not  possible  the  enemy  might  draw  advantagesW'rom  the  abuse? 
It  would  be  remembered,  that  Bonaparte  had  done  more  by  the  in- 
trigues of  bad  women  than  by  almost  any  other  means;  and  a 
great  portion  of  -his  success  was  •  ascribable  to  the  corruption  dif- 
fused by  such  emissaries.  Bad  women  had  betrayed  the  state  se- 
crets of  countries,  and  might  do  so  agaia.    it  was  a  principal 
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instrument  in  the  hands  of  the  tyrant  to  whom  he  alluded,  and.it 
had  proved  the  dcsti  uctioii  of  states -and  empires. 
.  The  House  should  also  recollect  that  its  proceedings  had  proba* 
Py  been  read  bvevery  burthened  cottager  in  the  country.;  and.  it 
wasfit  the  House  should  look  to  the  dangers  thatthreatened,  if  it 
did  Iiol^efform  the  solemn  duties  committed  to  its  charge  with 
honesty,  fidelit  y  and  puiity  of  heait.  The  time  might  enmq,  if 
.  tbey.decided  precipitately,  when  they  would  wish  that  they. had 
feestowgd  a  iBo<e  calm  au-d  serious  consideration  upon  so  mom. eft? 
tqus  a  question.  The  character  of  the  House  depended  >oiv  the 
;voteitsl«>uld  give,  and  as  it  looked  to  the  country  for  confidence 
and  approbation  of  its  measures*  so  ought  it  to  attend  to  the  popu- 
lar feeling"  in  every  legitimate,  way  that  truth  and" justice  would  ad. 
lljit.  The  Honourable  Gentleman  concluded  by  declaring1  his . in- 
tention of  voting  .for  the  Amendment  proposed  by  Mr.  Bankes. 

Mr..  Secretary  Canning  .made  a  very  long  and  eloquent  speech 
against  both  the  Amendments  which  had  been  proposed,  and' also 
fllgainst  the  Address  moved  by  Mr.  Wardlr,  and  in  support  of  the 
•ftesuiutions  moved  by  his.Right  Honourable  Friend.  He  contended 
at  great  length  tbat.it  was  unparliamentary,  to  move  au  Address 
without  preceding  it  with  Resolutions,  for  otherwise  it  would  be 
an  Address- without  foundation.  He  defended  most. strenuously 
■the  course  of  adopting  Resolutions  instead  of  an  Address  in  the 
fust  instance;  ridiculed  the  course  proposed  of  coining  to  an  Ad- 
dress without  any  Resolution  as  a  foundation  for  it;  defended  his 
Royal  Highness  front  what  he  conceived  to  be  the  most  shameful 
sdandetv;  defended  also  himself  from  what  he  maintained' to  be  a 
misrepresentation  of  what  he  said  when  this  subject  was  moved. 
The  Honourable  Gentleman  defended'  the  letter  of  his  Royal 
Highftess :  not  to  have  received.it  would  have  been  to  have  denied 
jrrm  that  justice  which  is  the  right  of  the  meanest  individual  h> 
'the  Country.  The  note  which  had  excited  such  a  sensation  had 
peen  swelled  into'  more  importance  than  it  deserved.  He  protested 
against  this  method  of  drawing  inferences  from  the  letteis  of  pub- 
JirroeYi,  and  mentioned  an  instance  of  a  letter  which  he  himself 
i»d  wiitten  to  a  poetical  Lady,  who  had  written  an  Ode  ou  Vacci- 
nation, which  by  such  inferences  might  be  tortured  into  high 
treason.  He  expressed  his-astonishment  that  it  should  haie  beeji 
said,- that  Sir  B.  Watson  could  not  have  appointed  Mi.  Dowki, 
because- ;  his  father  differed  from  him  in  politics ;  and  remarked 
-with  a  great  deal  of  humour,  upon  the  lofty,  political  dissentiors 
bgtween\Deputy  Dqwler  and  Cpnimissai  j  Watson  lie  denied 
that  he  had  said  that  infamy  must  attach  to  the, accused  or  the  ac- 
cuser,' -though  he  did  say  that  it  must  rest  so  new'  ?: t» ;  at'd  it'did 
•rest  withthat  confederacy,  of  which  the  Duke  of  ¥«,  had  been 
-the  dupe  and  the  victim.  As  he  had  in  oce  instance  been  ;;;is;:e- 
tiresented  bv  addition,  he  had  in  another  been  misrepresent!  by 
:  No.  XXXII.— V.  S.  3  II  curta-ilmt*jt. 
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eWrtailiiientH  Who*  he  said  that  some  men  wight  be'ledto  -doubt 
whether  the  licentiousness  of  the  Pi  ess  did  not  over-balanpe^  its 
benefits— he  had  added,  that  the  evij  was  temporary,  but  the  good 
permanent.  'Fbfo  had  been  left  out,  and  as  an  argument  in  favour 
of  his  own  recollection,  he  alluded  to  the  misrepresentation  as 
having  taken  place  in  one  publication  only,  out  of  twelve. -  'M,r. 
Gafihfng  also  observed,  that  before  these  charges  had  been  brought 
jforwafd,  k  would  have  been  well  to  have  weighed,  whether  thp 
evil  would  not'su^ass  the  good  that  could'  be  produced.  This  was 
his  feeJing,  and  h,e  would  not  conceal  it,  though  he  should  be 
misrepresented  .spifar.  3s  to  have  said,  that  the  transgressions  pf 
Prinzes,  aught  tpTig  overlooked.  If  the  day  should  come,  when 
the  thanks  of  the  House  should  be  moved  to  the  accilser,  he  would 
oppose'  the  motion,  and  he  trusted  he  would  find  many  to  join  him. 

Mr.  Ponsonby  said,  that  he.  would  trouble  the  House  with  but 
a  very  few  remarks;  he  "was 'the  more  encouraged  to  offer  them, 
a.s  the Kjght Honourable  Gentleman  had  abstained  from  all  per- 
sonality, and  set  an  example  of  such  fair  reasoning. —  (Hear  ! 
Hear  !) — He  wondered  how  any  one  could  think  the  Dulce  of 
Yprk.not  gujlty  of  connivance,  after  the  evidence  they  had  heard. 
The  letter,  up'pn  the  case  of"  Tonya  he  considered  indisputable; 
if  they  did  not  agree  thatjie  was  guilty  of  corruption  himself,  yet 
they  must  admit  that  he  was  subject  to  an  influence  interfering 
m  b  the,  public  service.  The  transaction  with  Keiinet  was  one  of 
personal  convenience  to  the  Commander  in  Chief.  It  was  men- 
tioned in  ;the  letter  fiom  Mr.  Kennet>  that  if  he  obtained  the  si- 
tuation, he  would  be.ableto  procure  a  loan  for  the  Duke  of  York; 
there  was  every  reason  to  believe  that  that  letter  was  laid  before 
th,Q  Cpnunander  in  Chief,  yet  they  did  not  find  that  a  communi- 
cation-was:  discontinued  in  consequence  of  it.  The  Honourable 
.Member  who  sppke  last,  bad  n anted  them  against  popular  cla- 
jfnour ;  no  one  agreed  more  than  he  did  in  the  opjrjibn  that  po- 
pular clamour  should  b.a  guarded  against ;  but  the  House  ought 
to;  consider,  that  this  case,  of  aH  otheis,  the  educated  part  of  the 
«;Qirin\u«ity  wasquafified  to  decide;  they  ought  to  consider  that 
they  had  spnt,  authentic  copies  abroad,  and  that  the  educated 
part  of  the  community  were  in  the.  habit  of  acting  as  Jurymen, 
and  consequently  competent  to  decide  upon.  e\  idence  ;  though 
they  ought  not  to  suffer  the  prejudices  of  the  community  to  in— 
fc.'rfiJi¥'with>  or  influence  their  opinions,  yet  their  just  judgments 
ought  to  be  respected  He.  thought  that  the  cas~e  was  fully 
prpyeiVand  that  they  could  'not  in  justice  decide  that the  Com- 
manttei  in, '>.!iicf  was  "not  .guilty. 

Strang"  s  weie.then  ordeied  to  withdraw. 
■    The  .House  divided  on  Mr.  Bankes's  amendment  ;  when  there 
appeared,  -  , 
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The  House,  then  dfvjded  on  Sir.  Wardle's  Address,  "when  them 
appealed, 

Avcs  123 

Noes    -  364 

Ma-jonty   2-11 

Mr.  Perciv4C  then  uioted 

"  That  'fie  Hou'e  should  cferide  on  his  second  Reso!u  mr,  i  decl,tratcr^ 
"  of  tl/t.  miioctnce  of  his  Royal  Higimess  the  Duke  of  York. ," 

which  being  opposed,  and  a  debate  likely  to  take  phce,  he  pio. 
posed  to  adjourn  the  taking  it  into  consideiation  till  Fiidav,  thx- 
17th,  which  was  agreed  to,  and  at  Half  past  Si*  o'ClocJt  the  Ilo-u-^ 

adjourned         '  ,s 

Fripay,  March  17, 

On  the. motion  of  Lord  Foi.kstone,  the  adjourned  debase  was 
resumed 

The  SjffAKca  havi  unstated  the  question, 

The  Chancu.i.or  of  the  Exchlquui  intimated  his  wish,  it' 
such  a  proceeding  weie  consonant  to  the  feeling',  of  the  Hou->e,  to 
withdYavhtsllesoiutio.il. 

Mr.  Tusa^'i-'Y,  however  unwilling  to  harass  the  House  by  atfy 
delay,  requested  that  the  Honourable  Gentleman  would  explain 
the  motive  by  which  he  was  induced  to  make  such  a  proposition.  •  • 

The"  Chancellor  o/  the  Exchequer  replied,  that  as  the  ia$fc 
vote  of  the  House  was  decisive  upon  the  object  of  that  Resolution* 
he  coufd  not  peieeive  why  it  shoujd  not  be  withdrawn.  , 

Mf  TIerNey  objected  to  the  resolution  being.  withdraws,  ashfr 
thought  the  mode  then  intended  to  be  put  sued  by  tbeRightHonoui- 
abie  Gentlfnian  ^ould  be  that  of  puzihng  and  confouuding,  ra- 
th er*  th ail  itiaking  clear  and  distinct,  the  principles  upon  which  the 
Bouse^  was  to  act.  In  a"rnattei  of  such  magnitude  it  was  right  that 
they  <*hmild  have  a  defined  object  before  them.  For  his  pait  he 
had  no  bes'itation  in  sa>  mg,  that  although  he  did  and  must  admit 
that  foul  and  con  opt  practice*  had  ptevillrd,  yet  m  his  conscience, 
he  did  not  think  that  a  peisonal  paiiicipation  of  them  was  biought 
home  to  the  Panal  Duke  The  character  of  his  Royal  Iiighr,ess 
was  public  piopei  t\.  The  public  had  an  interest  m  being  satisfied 
<hat  the  chaiatter  of  an  individual  so  neai  the  thione  was  not 
tainted  w ith  coi  i  uptron  If  the  l  c  v'erse  we1  e'pn  the  records  of  Par- 
liament a  Bill  of  E\fliiMon  ought  to  be  parsed  But  while  he  ac- 
quitted hi1-  Rosal  Highness  of  coi  ruptron,  thei  e  weie  other  cncum- 
stauces  lemaimng  which  would  lentlei  the  deacon,  aye,  m  no, 
on  the  geneial  and  tompieh(  ums  e  activation  to  which  h:^  Rosal 
Highness  had  been  subjected,  p.-infol  in  the  extieme  His  Royal 
Ilighneus  was  a  mau  of  such  desn  ,pt,o.i,  that  ever)  one  who  knew 
S  II  2  him 
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lhm'ffiMt  fee  anxlotn  that  what  wa«  done  that  might  be  injunouii 
to 'his  feclint>«,  shpttld  be  done  as  mildly  a*  possible,  but  there  wai 
anothoi  dut*  w  Mich  the  Hoiist  bad  to  peimitn,  to  take  care  that  no 
high  'public  office  tbwli  be  filled  bv  a  |>ti»oi.  to  Whom  kuspiuen 
sou  id  attach  ' 

By  the  course  wh'ch  tb*  R  igfif  Honourable  Gen*5, man  pieprsedi 
the  Iloyw  iti'i^It,  find itnlt  hi  rtihestisoidf'.ij  nutation,  tbat  it 
would  be*he  uftj  plate  inwnlchnoopiFiuuoti  tbeDuktofYoik'j 
conduct  had  been  evoie^ed  lie  wus  ds  little  tne  ihve  t»f  public 
opinion  a  any  man,  l/ut  be  had  (sufficient  d«e  fin  the  public,  to 
be  ashamed  to  >k  ft  in  ttie  face,  vvlem  ton  e  decision  wtie  adopted 
'The  Addt^s  piopmcd  by  the  Right  !Inr<>ui.'ble  Gentleman  vtai 
distinctly  ndd.ess  to  his  Majesty,  to  continue  the  Duke  <<i  York 
Jit  bii  office  He  tiuitffd  that  the  flouie  would  not  Bares  toe 
liaitfly  to  sut.'h  a  proposition  He  contended  that  the  Dukeef 
York  had  been  detoyed  into  fcei,diu«  the  letter  which  he  hid  seat 
to  Hit  Speakei,  whith  it  was  ahrost  In  evidence  had  been  the  pro-  • 
tfuetion  (<t  the  Cab  wet,  and  J&«  lattn  paitof  whuh  was  highly 
teasUiable  Attei  ttif  arkncLvltnlgmftt  in  that  letter,  It  (eemed 
to  filth  impossible  that  hu  Rejft!  fhghnets  could  continue  m "of- 
fice Ihe  tenet  of  the  letter  was  unwoilhyjif  hi*  Royal  HJgh- 
ness's  feeling  and  manliness  ,  it  went  pot  to  maintain  hit  honour, 
hot  to  pi*".eivc  his  emoluments ,  and  hp  was  •tufted"  that  It  wai 
»«t  the  voluntary*  eRu&ien  of  hi*  Hey<il  Highnessl  own  ^uind. 
The  lattei  part  of  it  wai  omonitituticnat,  as  it  denied  the  right 
« the  Bonne  to  enter  Info  any^esamination  at  their  Bar,  andto 
edlnsto  any  consequent  resolution  which  might  to  them  ieein "ex- 
pedient, without  pieeeediiig  to  an  ini|  caehment.  An  impeach- 
ifient  was  frequently  inconvenient  Theie  weie  many  pait»  tn 
euCnistdr  m  which  it  «e«med  directly  calculated  to  acquit  tl^ 
.mdivlcfuAt  aci(i*cd.  B j*tdes,  the  flou*e  wore  not  fettered  by  any 
t'wki,  they  mi',ht  itop  as  shot  t,  01  go  as  fat  as  theychoie  Tlunt 
o,oly^uid«  was  their,  own  sound  discietioa,  and  tbe,iateie»ts  of 
tte  people 

Repeat ih<rtliai he  oSttnetlvaeqiiitted  the  Duke of  coi caption,  he 
<uVei  veAlbat  tl.cicvcw  othei  oucrtior  able  posits,  and  depleted 
the  d«<  fi;on  tn  which'jt  appeared  to  be  the  Right  llonoiiuble  Gen= 
flcmin'i'intcntiou  to  foice  the  Ilouit*  1'be  flouie  of  Commons 
was  a  Jim  which  votfd.by  a  maiouts.  ,  but  it  might  w  happen, 
'fhil  fn'the  mmunf)  pn  stub  a  subject  theie  might  be  number* 
bM  mimes  Who  o'ugbt  not  tobl  put  into  the  diateislnu  situation 
oriheakitlK  tbjji  naked  sertinients  01  the  character  of  the  Dn"te 
of  Yoik  He  lowed  that  his  Hojal  fligbnert  had  beenguirrv  r»f 
tip  ddiiypt.on,  jntt 'he  dfriiicf  the  n;(ht  of  the  tyijht*  Honoui.tme 
pm  ffiinan'io  t>>tt  his  he<ti  t,  and  make  him  detbv  e  wb'ethei  ot  not 
tn'eu  ht  any  other  unpleasant  thin;  lud  occuued  lie  woi'ld 
ie  a>  &i  as  any  man  to  ipa  e  the  feelings  of  li's  >Uie»ty,  but  lie 
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must  cTq  his  duty.  .  The  geneial  cha  acter  of  his  Royal. Highness, 
the  kindness  and  conciliation  of  his  manners, — the.  beneficial  regu- 
lations which  he  had  in.tioduced  in  the  aimy — his  exact  attention 
to  business — all  combined  to  exbance'lhe  pain  with  which  he  said 
that,  in  his.ppinion  he  coulci  nottemain  where  he  was.  The' man 
.wli'o  should  devise  the  most  mild  method  of  conveying  this  opinion 
should"  have  his  support.  Such  a  declaration  was  due  fiom  the 
House,  to  their  constituents.  Tbeie  was  a  time  « hen  nothing 
could  have  made  him  moie  liappy  than  to  hear  that  the  Duke  of 
York  had  resigned,  such  a  step  would  have  been  without  imputa- 
tion, and  riot  without  a  precedent,  in  the  reign  of  Queen  Anne, 
the  - Commissioners  of  Public  Accounts  reported  a  transaction,  by 
.which  they  declaied,  that  the  Duke,  of  Marlborough  had  uh,dulj 
.put. three  thousand  pounds  in  his  pocket.'  Oii  the  House  of  Conj- 
!mohs  determining  'fo.take  .this  matter  into  consideration,  I|er  Ma- 
jesty '.in  Cpjinc'i}  declaied,  that  being  ' 4nxiou.s  the"iii'vestiga.ti6n 
should  be  conducted  with  impartiality,'  slip' resumed  ail  the  Duke's 
appointments,  The  Duke's  enemies  prevailed ;  but  his  friends 
iljid  tljis,  satisfaction,  that  no  vote. recommending  his  dismissal  fQ- 
maShed  qn.'tbe  Journals.  "  ,'. 

The  Right  tlonpu'rable  Gentleman  concluded  with  expressing 
his  wish,:  that  the,  Amendment  of  the  Resolution  which  the  Chaij- 
cellor  of  the  Exchequer' proposed  to  withdraw,  should  ipcliufe 
.soiiietliirig  to  this  eftect,  "That' there  were  vat  ion's  othei  circurii- 
stances  and  tiansactions  disclosed  in  the  evidence^  respecting  ^e 
conduct  of  the  Duke  of  York,  upon  which  the  House  felt  it'  expe- 
dient to  dec  lare  an  opinion."  This  or  something  of  the  s)tme  na-,. 
tuie  he  desiied  to  have  added  to  the  Resolution  relative  'to -jie'fson.al 
corruption,  or  otherwise,  he  should  feel  it  his  duty  to  oppose"!"?; 
because,  without  some  such  security  for  a  proceeding  upon  the 
whole  of  the  case,  neither  the  House  nor  the  Country  could,  or 
ought  to  be  satisfied.    -<-  .  '  " 

Mr.  Bat  burst  wished  the  Resolution  to  be  withdrawn,  for  the 
purpose  of  substituting,  not  the  Resolution  intended  by  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  but  one  more  expressive  of  the  sense, of 
the  House  upon  the  conduct  generally  of  his  Royal  Highness/'in 
his  relative  situation  of  Commander  in  Chief,  which,  in  his  opi- 
nion, he  ought  not  any  longer  to  fill. 

Mr.  Baiiiiam  could  not  bring  himself  to  think  that  immediate 
degradation  and  eternal  infamy  were  no  punishment ;  and  thought 
it  wrong  to  inflict  punishment  for  an  ambiguity,  and  to  pronounce 
•judgment  upon  an  altei  native.  All  that  the  House  had  to  say  was, 
that  tlieeharge  of  corruption  was  not  proved;  and  if  was. injustice 
to  the  Duke- of- York  to  deprive  him  of  the  votes  of  those  who 
eould  go  thus  far,  and  no  farther.  He  had  lather  kill  a  man  put- 
right,  than  mercifully  inflict  a  lingering  death  ;  he  had  rather  stab 
him  in  open  day,  than  insinuate  into  his  body  a  poisoned  dagser. 

3  II  3  The 
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The  Duke  of  Yoik  might  be  innocent  of  corruption,  and  yet  guilty 
of  misconduct:  it  was  impossible  to  dismiss  the  subject  without  a 
further  Resolution,  and  the  Addt ess  would  form  the  subject  ef  a 
third  Resolution.  It  was  desireable  that  thete  should  be  an  Ad- 
dress, in  order  to  relieve  the  anxiety  of  his  Majesty's  mind.  The 
Honourable  Member's  view  of  the  subject  would  be  better  ex- 
plained by  a  Resolution  which  however  he  should  not  pioppse,  but 
merely  read  as  a  declaration  of  his  opinion.  It  stated  first,  that 
there  were  coirupt  practices;  secondly,  that  the  Duke  of  York  did 
uot  participate  in  or  connive  at  them ;  and  thirdly,  that  be  had 
However  permitted  the  undue  influence  of  a  connection,  in  itself 
highly  immoral,  to  thelniury  of  the  S.rvice  and  the  scandal  of  the 
Public. 

■  Lord  William  Russell  did  not  approve  of  the  line  of  conduct 
pursued  by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  The  House  had 
gbue  into  a  full  investigation  of  the  charges  exhibited  against  the 
Duke  Of- York,  and  although  no  conuption  had  been  proved  against 
him,  yet  no  man  in  the  country  could  deny  that  abuses  existed  in 
the;  army  department.  So-ne  of  the  good  old  piactices  of  Parlia- 
ment weie  getting  into  disuse:  formerly  it  was  the  custom  to  pro- 
pose, that,  pievi.ms  to  any  Vote  of  Supply,  that  House  should 
inquire,  into  the  state  of  the  Nation,  and  redress  its  grievances. 
He  wished  that  if  that  good  ok!  custom  was  not  to  be  revived,  at 
least  that  its  principle  would,  in  the  present  instance,  be  applied  ; 
aud  that  the  House  would  think  \vkb  him,  that  the  speedily  re- 
medying the  gross  public'abuses  which  had  prevailed,  was  an  ob- 
ject fbart  whieh  tione  demanded  a  prior  investigation. 

General  Ferguson -said,  that  he  should  have  abstained  from 
speaking  upon  the'subject  entirely,  if  it  were  not  a  question  so 
Mtiinateiy  e'ontfeeted  'with  his  piofession.  The  Honourable  Ge- 
«6f8l  prdoe!Sded-i-.<*'lt  has  given  me  the  greatest  satisfaction  to 
hear  that  'the  army  lias  been  in  such  a  -*tate  of  progressive  im- 
proveftaft5t "-"since  his  Royal  Highness  the  Duke  of  York  assumed  the 
Chief  Command,  $nd  I  am  glad  to  be  enabled,  to  bear  my  testi- 
iiutfiy.  to  the  many  wise  aiid  salutary  regulations  which  have  been 
introduced  into  the  army  under  the  auspices  of  the  Commandei  in 
•Cliief  >jf  shall,  at  all  times,  have  great  pleasure  in  joining  in  all 
encomiums  paid  to  that  royal  peison  as  far  as. !  believe  such  enco- 
mia ft«  to  "Be  just  and  merited.  This  is  as  much  my  duty,  as  if  is  - 
iriy  inclination,  for  1  am.  among  the  many  who  have  reason  tctb.q 
thatikful'  to  his  Royal  Highness*  for  personal  fevours,  and  for  more 
than  a  n^Wrlt^  imftion  of  Ins  cotisideratinn,  and  therefore  it  was 
with  deep.apid  heartfelt  regret  that  t  was  compelled  to  think  of  him,, 
as!  ;m:u,st}iay«  thought,  when  I  voted  as  I  did  vote.  But,  Sir,  all 
sucfr  c6hsKier3tions  tniist  necessarily  yield  to.  that  imperious  sense 
of  iitjlilic  duty,  winch,  in  this  place,  is  our  fust  duty.  Deciding 
as  t  tifv«  d'one,  so  opposite  to  my  original  wishes,  and  what  atdds; 

t* hiy-'  regxeV  Vo'^f  osite  to  the  sentiments  of  my  blotter  Officers, 
"'"'■  : ;  "  1  have, 
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I  have,  however,  not  decided  hastily.  I  have  read  the  evidence 
with  care,  with  an  anxious  wish  to  come  at  the  truth,  lay  where  or 
against  whom-  it  may.  I  have  weighed  it  with  mature  deliberation 
— listened  to  the  long  and  various  commeutai  ies  upon  it  with  atten- 
tion, and  trust  I  may  now  venture  to  say,  that  I  ha\e  decided  with 
impartiality.  It  is  not  ray  intention,  Sir,  to  offer  any  observation 
now  upon  that  evidence,  it  has  been  already  in  too  aWe  hands  to 
leave  any  thing  for  me  lo  say,  but  the  impression  it  has  made  on  .my 
mind  is,  that  the  Duke  of  Yoik  is  extremely  culpable.  Through- 
out the  cotmtiy  a  cloud  of  suspicion  has  been  collecting,  and  it  has 
settled  upon  his  chaiacter;  while  that  cloud  remains,  until  it  has 
been  dispelled,  my  opinion  is,  that  it  is  not  for  the  honour  of -the 
Army,  that  the  Chief  Command  should  remain  in  the  hands  of 
the  Duke  of  York." 

Lord  Henry  Petty  paid  a  high  compliment  to  the  manly  and 
honourable  manner  in  which  the  gallant  General  had  expressed  his 
sentiments.  '    '  " 

The  Chancellor  of  thelExCHEtjuER.  read  a  Resolution,-  which 
it  was  his  intention  to  move  upon  the  evidence  which  had  been 
taken,  and  which  was  to  the  following  effect: — 

"  That  it  is  the  opinion  of  this  House,  after  the  fullest"  and  most  attentive 
investigiiion-of  triie  evidence  reported  hy  the  Committee  bf'the  whole 
."  House,  appointed  to  inquire  into  the  Conduct  of  his  R  oyal  Highness  the 
"  Puke  of  York,  that  there  is  no  ground  for  charging  liira;  in  theexecu- 
"  Hon,  of  hi?  effice  of  Commander  in  Chief,-with  personal  corruption,  its 
*'  alledged  in  the  said  evidence,  or  any  connivance  in  the  corrupt  and  ih- 
famous  practices  therein  exposed." 

The  Right  Honourable  Oentleman  did  not  think  that  "the  fore- 
going Resolution  <:  mid  be  objected  to  by  any  man  who,  perused  .the 
evidence;- but  if  any  Honourable  Member  was  of  a  contrary  opi- 
nion, ye-t  still  he  would  press  it  in  that  shape,  rather  than  adopt 
any;ariiendment  to  procure  unanimity.  Such  Gentlemen" as  miglii 
su  ppose  the  words  of  it  to  acquit  his  Royal  H  ighness  of  holding  con- 
versations and  correspondence  with  Mrs.  Clarke  upon  the  subject 
of  military  promotion?,  he  could  hot  naturally  expect  to  vote  wjth 
him.  lie  himself,  however,  thought  that  he  did  riot  discharge  his 
duty  to  the  Country,  and  to  the  Rova]  Dflke,'  without  making  rhe 
pfesent-motkro,  which  was  expressive  0Fhis6wrt'fee!ings. upon  the 
subject,- after -the  most  careful  attention  to'the'evidehce.:  He  siated 
fpHrt-'the  fie^ptiing,  that  improper  *r&tisa'rtto'fis  had;  t^k^nV.place, 
andjhe-  was"  atixibus  that  the  House,  should  ^fice-^fem ;  .bjit'fte 
was-  ttertamtfrat there  existed  no  grbjaf rids  for  as'criBi^g'  th'em  .to  the 
Dti-ke  of  Y-6fW;  an*3  as  sH'spjctoti'Mqne' existed1  in  th'e'mirrds 'Q'fsooie 
Gentleman,"  He  ooutcT  notthihk  it  a  sutecien  t  ground  for  removing 
htfflifrom  an  office  -which  He  had  held  fop  sixWe'h  years,  wi'tn$c 
jiwitft  teiiou'r  to  hims^Ifi' and  advantage  .to  .  the  anpi  and  4to  wc 

cimirtry. 
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courijtity.  ,The,preseiit jfe^gJHfeifccmly  w-enttbjaeq-aitnnewtieei 
and  was,  by  nd.,niea«s,!nf#i3Mrb  entrap  the  Housed  into  a":  vote 
wiiic-h  wpuid,inl|t'ftat  flp"  Improper  .practices  had!  -ttUten* -places 
When"  the , resolution,,  shpiild  be  eatried,  tieritleiiieii  Would'  ha¥e 
a;nple, 'opportunity  for  proposing  any  alteration  they/friigbt  wish 
is,  tjiq-$<fjjress  wfyqo.$q'tiJ<£ 'follow.''  '• 
*'  Trfe''Sp£AKER  then  [Hit  fhe'Resolution,  and 
i.  Mr.  L.YTTI.ET9N  said,1  he  would  give  the  Resolution  his  most 
deoide<toppositi.on.  He  insisted  that  such  a  Resolution  ought  hot 
to  be-:pi;oposcd,.  and  if  the  House  adopiod  it,  they  would  abandon 
one  of  their  most  important  privileges.  It. was  a  matter  of  mere 
discretion  with/the  Commons,  whether  they  should  permit  any 
.Public  Officer  to  hold.^is  "situation  dr  . not,  without. "being  bound 
to  state  any. .specific,  ac.t;<;,f  misconduct  as  a  reason  for  retiioving 
him  fiom  bis  e!up!oy*nie.nt,;  He cpincfcled  in'  the  sentirrie'nts"' 'that 
had  been  e,x pressed,  .respecting  the  thai  aeter  of  Pririces^-that  itee* 
character  .was.  public  property';  that  it  "was  fhecbaraeter  of  ahe 
nation.  True,  it  was  so."  The  glory  which  they  ^acquired  'reflected 
Upon  us:;  but  wheucver  they  dishonoured  themselves, 'dfd  hot  their 
disgrace  iedou.n(l  upon  us  also  ?  Such  must  be  the  feeli'ng  of  e\*ry 
man  with  a  drop  of  British  blood  in  his  veins  Thinking  thus,'  he 
would  rather  have  been  spaied  the  necessity  of  making  tb'edeclaia- 
,ti.On  he  would  now  make.  It  was  this,  that  the  charges  against  the 
Duke  of  York  were"  fully  proved,— proved  not  perhaps  in  stiic'tr.e\'s 
of  law;  but  sufficiently  proved  to  satisfy  the  conscience  and  uh- 
ideTstafiding  of  ai\y  plain,  honourable  man.  The.  evidence,  if  put 
as-good  as  Coald  be  wished— if  not  the  very  best,  was  vet  the  best 
that  the  nattue  nt  the  transactions  would  admit.  It  was  'Besides 
corroborated  by  oilier  evidence,  and  by  evidence  of  that  kind, 
which,  uexj  to  the  confession  of  the  person  accused,  was  reckoned 
the  best  evidence ;  he  meant  the  writing  of  the  DuVe  of  Yoi  k.  To 
that  evidence  he  could  not  refuse  bis  assent.  Con.bininir  all  its 
paits — seeing  how  they  Supported  and  confirmed  each  other,  it 
carried  complete  conviction  to  his  mind.  It  might  be  true,  in- 
deed, that  the  Duke  had  rendered  very  important  sei  vices  to  the 
army,  but  that  was  only'  his  duty,  and  via  defence  to  acts;  of  mis- 
Conduct,"  Our'ancestoi s  always  en'eitaincd  a  just  jealousy  of  the 
influence , of  the  Crown,  aud  the  conduct  of  Public  Officers,  and 
it  became  us  to.  do  the  same,  notwithstanding  the -insinuations 
which  had  been  made  against  those  who  attempted  its,  as  if  they 
were  actuated  bv  Jacobinical  principles,  and  endeavouring  to  over- 
turn the  family  of  Brunswick.  -  '  >• 

.jn  men  tioning  the  practice  of  our  ancestors,  be  hAp'ed -he should 
not  be  , edmha'feel  by  a  Right  Honourable  Secretary  of  State,  in  the 
sanle  matinee  in  which  a  Noble  Lord  had  been  treated  on  a  former 
tyening.  •>  ThatVas'a  topic  on  wfriclv  the  Right  Honourable  Se~ 
cretaiy  woiiW  have  a  considerable  advantage,  as  it  wo.uld.be  ;a 

difficult 
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difficult  matter  to  collect  any  obscure  anecdote  relating,  to  bis  an- 
pestdts,;  Be,  was  extremely*  sorry  that  the  Duke  of  Yor^k  had  given 
season  to  suspect  his  character,  aiid  prevent  its  being  handed  down 
untainted,  to  jxjstei  ity.  bat  truths  could  uot  be  perverted  or  dis- 
jiutsfd..  The  people  imperiously  called  upon  the  House  for  justice, 
ami  Ue: trusted  it  would  be  done,  that  they  might  not  complain  of 
being  abandoned  by  their  Representatives,  or  suspect  their  inte* 
giity.  The  House  ought  ro  convince  the  people,  in  the  language 
of  scripture,  that  it  was  no  respecter  of  persons. 

Sir  T.  TupTON.rose  to  make  some  observations  on  the  resolution 
sow  before  the  House.  He  feared  that  if  it  were  adopted  the  peo- 
ple, would  say  that  the  House-of  Commons  had  done  nothing,  and 
won  Id  do  nothing.  He  had  occasion  to  know  a  good  deal  of  the 
opinions,  of  the  middle  classes  of  society,  and  he  feared  that  such 
wouldbe  their  sentiments.  -For  his  part  he  would  state  in  the' pre- 
sence of  God,  and  before,  his  country,  that  hejbelieved  his  Royal 
Highness  koew.of  the  transactions  which  had  appeared  in  evideuce. 
It  was  with  pain  that  he  said  so ;  but  he  thought  the  situation  of 
the  country  at,  the  present  moment  required  that  justice  should  be 
6otse~j/iat  justitia  ruat  coslum.  He  was  perfectly  willing  to  de- 
clare his  cwviction  that  his  Royal  Highness  had  not  participated 
in  the, gains,.,  that'he  had  put  nothing  into  his  own  pocket;  but  he 
conJd  tjat-acqjiit  hiip  of  the  charge  of  knowingly  permitting,  these 
taaogaetian&to  go  .00..  On  these  grounds  he  felt  it  His  painful. duty 
to  move  an  amendment  to  the  Resolution  of  the  Right  Honourable 
the  Chancellor  of.  the  Exchequer,  to  the  following  effect: 

That  .the  eVi-'erice  repeated  to  the  House  doss  afford  grounds  of  charging 
"  liis  Royal' Highness  with  knowledge  of  the  corrupt  practices  that  had 
"  been  disclosed  at  file  Bar." 

Thisiamendment  wasseconded  by  Mr.  Brand. 

Mr.  Heerekt  acquitted  the  Duke  of  York  of  all  participation 
or  personal  corruption.  He  thought  that  there  were  not  sufficient 
grounds  of  charge;  but  he,  could  uot  go  the  length  of  saying  that 
there  were  ito  grounds. 

Mr.  Brand  observed,  that  the  House  was  come  to  the  situation 
when  it  roust  say  at/eax  no— guilty  or'not  guilty;  and.,  he  must  dp 
bis  duty  to  his  country.  He  had  been  told,  that  this  evidence  was 
that  of  an  accomplice.  The  passion  of  revenge  might  be  sTrori'g; 
but  it  could  not  be  stronger  than  the  desire  of  self  existence  in  a 
kiilg's  evidence..  The  Right  Honourable  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer, had  no  objection,  while  at  the  Bar,  to  ptess  ti>t  conviction 
solely  on  king's  evidence.  In  the,  case  of  the-  murder  of  Mr. 
Steele* 'the  persons  accused  were,  convicted  and  executed  oh  the 
•evidence  of;ati  accomplice,  corroborated  by  some  vague  words 
beat eVbyi a  .Bow. Street  ©fficef.  "Mis.  Claike  was  corroborated  by 
a  clear  and  unimpeachable  witness.  The  trial  by  Jury  was  a  con- 
stant- 
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tigctitYvtetp  W£"£(?oplif<')f  tins  cauntry";  and  tKcy  wouljcl  feel  t!\aj; 
On  iuch  evidence 'as"_lhis',3*Jui^  would  cbiiviet.  i  He  was  aoiij  ihe 
^.&l^niJrh'cnt  'had'  been  "moved,  'as  he  "Would  have  been  better ,  sa- 
tisfied1 with  a  diiect  n,egative,|  / 

,l  Mr.  MA^ltts"StT>fb/N  Je'x  pressed  his '  astonishment  at  the 
sriSeliafrjerit  prd posed  b\  the  Ilonojiroble  Baionet,  since  it  went 
tb  stigma'tjze,  gerieraili,,,  the  chaiactei  of  his  Royal  Highness  and 
did  not  p d'iht  out 'fo  what  definite  paitof  his  conduct  it  refened. 
TfMs  general  charge,  too',  Was  founded  on  teatnnohy  cf  the  loosest' 
riat'uie,  and  he  must  say,t  that  if  greater  latitude  of  examination 
was  given  m  thai  House  than  in  a  Couit  of  Law,  jet  here  a1 
stricter  scrutiny  itito  the  character  of  the  witnesses  was  iequisite. 
Far  fiis'paft  he  could  say  most  conscientiously,  that,  rn  his  mi!  d; 
tii'eie  existed  no  giound  of  belief,  cither  of  partfcipaiion,  conni' 
vance,'  oi  knowledge,  on  the  pait  ot  his  Royal  Hn>hness.    He  was 
perfectly  aware  that  the  public'  mind  was  stiongly  interested  la- 
the decision  of  the  House;  but  belieheved,  that  the  Public  weie 
prepared  to  adopt  that  decision  which  he  tiusted  the  House  would- 
comets,  if  |irope'i*ly\  distinctly,  and  fairly  laid  befoie  them. 
\  MK  Fuller  thought  it  his  dutv'to^ay  a  few  woids'on  ilw 
question,  particularly  on  account  of  the  violence  which  had  been' 
used  on  this  bccasibh  towards  him,  arid  the  sort  of,  manner  in 
•which  he  ha'd  been  treated  by  letters  which,  had  beeh  sentshun, 
calling  him  i'black  b.ea>te'd  fellow!    (A  Iqugh  J    When-  this  in- 
ipUfy  begati,*  the  interest  of  the  public  did  not  setjm  so  'strong)'  ex- 
cited, arid  ttieh  thp  Gentlemen  opposite  had  disclaimed  all  parti- 
cipation in  the  business.  -  On,e  of  fhps,e  Honourable  Gentlemen 
fcad  almost  kfto'ck^d  Kirn  down  "for  hintn'g'that  jHe  had,any  con- 
cern with  the  matter.' "  ( A  laugh  J    But  w|ien"'thfe  popular  jpla*. 
motir  began  to  run  high  then  these,  ger'ie'men  joinecfit,  and  e.rj- 
deavfrui«d  to  ciy  down  a  man  who  tiad  done  so'  much,  £obd  to  the 
army  antl'the coffntrv.    Tl.ey  latsed  a  clampuj  ab^ut'ijie  single 
"case  of  Samuel  Carter,  ^ hen  it  was  <vell,'ki)bwn  that  u'ncfei  foimep 
^Cnmmaridersm  Ch'ief'butchers  and  bajieis,  and  these  soitof  peo- 
ple, got  commissions  for  their  oris  and  other  i  ela'irms"  '  Th,e-y 'at* 
tempted  to  destloy  the  'hotioui  of  the  Dt,t;e  of  Yen  Jf,  which' was 
fltaier  ttf^  him  than  life,  and  to  send  hira  awa\  with  q  fia/pooa 
"stuck  in  li'in,  as  it  were',  on  the  evidence  of  such,  a  beuis,  as  MJrV 
■'Clarke    They  had  tailed  aboul  a  dissolu  i  n — why,  it  was  not  the 
dissolution  at  the  last  day  ,  if  theie  was  a  ''issohition  of  l'ai  hamentj 
Ife  diet  not  fc-ai  'bat  his  coi.gtiruent'  would  again  elect  hiiu  lie 
'thought  the  House  ought  to  take  notice  of  the  insyjrs  he  had  rt> 
reived — if  such  insults  were  thi'own  out  to  Members  of  Pailia- 
'irient,  it  should  be  made  a  rtu'-deuuvnoui  j'apd  those  who  did  not 
like  England,  d-nm'eiji,  ous>ht  to  lesve  it     f  Loud  hmghmg  J 
'"the  Honourable  Membei  said,  "he  had  to  apologise  , for  the  last 
'phrase'  be  bad  used,  but  it  was  a  public  toa-t,  and  was,  So  full  in 
'his  niind,  he  could  not  help  asin»  it. —  (  More  laughing.  J 
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Mr  Backus  complained  of  the  situafiqn  in  whi.chjbe^ud  others, 
livere  placed  by,  the  amendment  of  the  Honourable  Baronet, (Sir  "P, 
Turtoh).-r-He  could  not  concur  iri  that  amendment,  because  it 
^ent  to  a  complete  aflirmatisn  tit  the  corruption..— He  .could  not 
concur  in  the  Resolution,  because  it  vent  to  acquit  the, Puke  of 
l'brk:  com  pi'etely  of  connivance1.,  The  Honourable  , Gentleman 
then  proceeded  to  mark  the  distinction  between,  personal  cbri'upr 
tioh  and  coriniyance.  He  allowed  that  conniv'anc,e',was  a  corrup- 
tion, but  then  it  was  much  less  in  degiee  thajn  wilful  and  delibe- 
rate corruption.  He-  was  ready  to  acquit  his  Royal  Highness  of 
personal  corruption  and  participation  in  cpriuptio.n ;  but  of  that 
connivance  which  had  been  defined  by.  Dr.,  Johnson  as  corrupt  lg- 
porancei  .as  a  voluntary  blindness,  he  could  hot  acquit,  him.  .  It 
was  dangerous  in  morals  fo  confound  virtue  and.  vice.  It  was 
equally  dangerous  in  political  matters"  to  destroy  the  gradations  of 
vices.  •  if  the  Resolution  mi  ant  that  there  was.  no  ground  for  any 
farther  judicial  proceedings  in  the  House,  he  agreed  in  it  peiv 
fectly»so  far 5  but  did  it  incaa  to  say  that  there  were  no  grounds 
for. any  further  proceedings  in  the  (louse  ?  He  again  complained 
of  the  amendment,  which  prevented  him,  and  those  who  thought 
with  him,  from  proposing  an  alteration  in  the  Resolution  which 
lnight  suit  their  ideas.  His  great  objection  was  to  the  acquittal  on 
the  po'intof  connivance.  In  the  situation  in  which  he  was  unfor- 
tunately placed,  he  could  vote  neither  for  the  Resolution  nor  the 
Amendment.  He  wished,  theiefore,  the  Honourable  Baronet 
wpuld  withdraw  his  Amendment,  as  a  direct  negative  of  the  Re- 
solution, would,  answer  his  puipose  equally  well. 

Sir  T  Torton  lefusing  to  withdiaw  fits  Amendment.  [The 
cries  fotthequestion  again  began,  and  continued  forseveral  minutes.] 

(Lord  Henry  Petty  then  rose,  and  in  a  very  animated  tone 
observed,  that,  in  the  present  temper.asd  disposition  of  the  House, 
it  was  impossible  to  come  to  any  rational  concision,  and  there- 
fore he  thought  it  his  duty  to  iuo\e,  t'uat  the  House  do  now  ad- 
journ. ( Loud [cries  of  lhar  !  hear.' J  This  motion  the  Noble 
.Lord  then  handed  up  to  the  Speaker. 

The  Speaker  holding  the  motion  for  adjournment  in  his  hand, 
remarked,  that,  in  the  pie^ent  temper  of  the  Home.  it-. was  im- 
possible to  come  to  any  decision,  either  witH  >.es,pect  to  the  ".otion 
of  adjournment,  or  any  other.  (A  cjrii  of  CJiatr  !  Chair  .'  J  He 
requested  tlx;  House  to  consult/ their  own  dignity*  and  to  ieturn  to 
'  that  silence  and  tU-cos  urn  that  might  enable  them  to  come  to  some 
rational  conclusion.-  He  then  stated  the  .01  iginal  .motion,  the 
Amendment  that  bad  been  madeor.it,  and  the  motion  now  .put 
into  his  hand  for  adjournment,  and  was  proceeding  -to  put  'thte 
yjuiisfion  on  the  motion  of  adjournment,  when 

Mr.  Perceval  hoped  that  the  Noble  Lord  would  not  press  his 
motion,  which  he  supposed  to  intend  irseiei\  to  biing  the  House 
to  a  consideration  of  the  propriety  of  finishing, .this  grave,  a»d..j§|- 

"  '  tiguTng 
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tLjuing»boshress  with  (he  same  patience  arid  attehtibti  \vf»tch  the 
House  bad  hitherto  exhibited,  Their  rm patience,  after  swcb-  a 
iongTOvestigatiop,  was  not  surprising;  but  km  it  accessary  fo*r 
iiim  .to remind  the  House  of  tfbat  wasdue  to  its  own  dig-nity  ? '  "Mre 
hotied  the  House  would  not  give  reason  to  think  that  this  investiga- 
tion, which  ted  been  hitherto  conducted  in  so  serious  and  digni- 
fied a  manner,  bad  ended  in  confusion.  The  most  important  part 
of  the  question  was  now  under  agitation ;  and  it  would  not  close 
with  that  credit  to  the  House  which  it  was  desirable  to  secure,  un- 
less they  paid  that  attention  which  would  induce  the  Nob'ie  Lord 
to  Withdraw  his  motion, 

Lord  H.  Petty  said  that  the  Right  Honourable  Gentleman  had 
clearly  stated  his  object ;  and  if  the  House  was  disposed  to  attend, 
he  would  withdraw  his  motion. 

Mr.  Whitehead  observed,  that  they  ought  to  have  some  per- 
sonal respect  to  the  feelings  of  the  Speaker,  whose  patience  and 
unwearied  attention  had  been  so  exemplary  during  the  whole  of 
this  enquiry,  and  not  unnecessarily  add  to  his  fatigues,  which  had 
little  need  to  be  encreased.  . 

Lord  H.  Petty  regretted  the  distressing  situation  tb  which  the 
House  seemed  at  present  to  he  reduced,  anxious  as  he  was  that 
their  proceedings  shoujd  terminate  in  an  acquittal  of  his  Royal 
Highness.  Neither  the  Resolution  nor  Amendment,  he  thought, 
would,  singly  have  that  effect.  That  part  of  the  original  motion 
that  acquitted  his  Royal  Highness  of  personal  corruption,  he  was 
willing  and  ready  to  accede  to ;  but  art'tbe  sarne  time  he  could  not 
jnhis  conscience  say  that  his  Royal  Highness  was  innocent  of 
all  connivance  or  knowledge  of  those  practices  that!had  been  frilly 
proved  to  exist.  There  could  not,  he  thought,  be  a  man  in  the 
House  who  would  not  willingly,  on  principles  consistent  with'his- 
conscience,  acquit  his  Royal  H'yhness  With  respect  to  the  gra- 
titude due  to  theiioyal  Family,  there" could  be  but  one„opmioti— 
a  Family,  endeared  to  this  Country  by  the  recoltection  of  every 
thin"  connectecHwifh  its  liberty.  He'  regretted  that  the  manner 
in  which  the  Right  Honourable  Gentleman  had  couched  'his  propo- 
sition,, nor  only  prevented  him  from  assenting,  but  mast  oblige  him 
Jogiveit  his  decided  negative. 

Much  had  .been  savl  bv  the  Gentlemen  opposite  ot  the  -ne- 
cessity of  their  Riving  an  opinion  as  a  judicial  body,  but  they 
were  not  a  judicial  body,  nor  could  they  as  such  bnng 
the  question  to  a  decision.  He  was  astonished,  therefore,  to 
ikwe  heard  such  expressions  from  Gentlemen,'  particularly  of 
:wal  profession,  who  op-^ht  to  have  been  belter  acq  minted 
with  the  constitution  of  that  House,  than  to  suppose  that  they 
were  obilged  to  come  to.any  formal  verdict.  If  he  was  smlty  of 
*n  eta-or  in  this  observation,  it  was  an  en  or  pioceediog  from  the 
ioastUution  of  the  cour.tiy,  as  the  law  had  proved  nothing  on  this 
Smiect  either  to  regulate  or  inforce  their  opinions.  He  had 
!WWJ  brought 
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hi  ought  with  hi  in  all  the  feelings,  of  a  Judge  and  Juryman,  into  the 
.House ,  but  after  all  "lie  found  'flat  he  would  "act'only  as  a'Membef' 
of  Pailiament  (Jflar  f  hear  'J  in  piotestmg  Hie' public,  and  in 
cndeavouifng  ,to  ledi'w^  then  giievances.  It  was  on  this  ground 
he  ishoultf  Ibe  nbhge'd  to  negative  "the  Right  lionouiable'Gentle- 
rrtan's  pioposition.  Laying  his  ;. and  on  his  heart,"  he  could  not 
say;  tbat  the  Duke  was  innocent  of  all  knowledge  of  the  tiansactions 
charged  against  him.  The  evidence  received  at  the  Bar,'  whenever 
it  appealed,  from  ils  nature,  capable  of  being  cofifn'med  by  docu- 
ments,'.had  been  so  conoboiated  by  documents  of  the  most  un- 
questionable natuie.  The  defence  made  of  the  Duke  by  the 
-Right  Honourable  Gentleman  had,  in  some  instances  proved  the 
weakness  of  his  cause,  and  had  certainly  been  of  more  prejiuhce 
than  advantage  to  it.  The  note  respecting  Tonyn's  case,  and  Miss 
Taylor's  evidence,  had  been  supposed  to-be  the  effect  of  conspiracy, 
and  the  work  and  contrivance  of  some  superior  heads  ';  and  yer, 
granting  them  to  be  true,  it  had  been  argued  is  if  they  did  not  at 
tall  affect  his  Mayt^  Highness,  This  was  an  inconsistency  \vliieh  he 
"could  not  pass"  unnoticed,  though  the  evidence  in  those  cases  ap- 
peared to  him  to  have  been  uncontioverted      '  ' 

His  Lordship  declaied  himself  to  be  one  of  fho'te-who  took  a  dis- 
tinction between  "the  diffeient  degrees  of  cotuiphon.  •  It  appeared 
to  him  contraiy  to 'common  sense  to  say,  that  coriuption  and  con- 
nivance mean  t 'exactly  the  same  thing — *as"  much 'as  it  vus  contiary 
tQ  common"  sense  to  say,  thatacool  and  deliberate  connivance  wa-> 
■ecpially  criminal  with  a  *prt  of  voluntary  bhn'dne-s,  or  negligence. 
But  in  vthich  ever  of  these 'decrees  vliteh  his  Royal  Highness  was 
pronounced  tube  guilty^it  would  „be  sufficient  to  reader  his  lemoval 
necessary.  Having  this' opinion,,  how  could'he  connect  the  charge 
of  connivance,  for  which  there  was  some  eudeiice,  with' that  of 
gross  personal  co'.ruption  and  participation,  for  which  theie  was 
no  proof  at  alp — In  the  words  of  an  eutertaming  I'oet, 

You  gu!|>  ycnn  reasons  whrle  ajitfrn  a  lump, 
And  come  to  short  conclusions  I.i  a  jump 

This  "Resolution  icq  k>  anoiuer  uie  effect  of  which  would  be  to 
continue  th.e,  Duke  of  Yoik  in  his  situation,  though  he  sufieterl 
ihese  things"  to  pa«  befoie  his  eyes.  In  the  case  of  Dr.  O'Meaia, 
ijjyias  scarcely  possible  for  the  Duke  ol  Yr«k  to  imagine  tlm't  Mrs 
A-larkSjihteresJedhei  self  so  much  in  his  favour  purely  fiom  affection. 
IntSe  case  Qf  General Clavenng,  the  same  remaik  wasapplicabfe. 
If  the.lDuk'e,of,T 0*1  k  reflected  at  all,  he  must  have  connived,  atfd 
it  was  extr^-gely  difficult  to  conceive  how  he  could  have  avrfided.lt. 
He  aHniitfjii?  however,  that  all  this,  in  a  great  me'asuie,  might 
be  blindness,  but  he  could  not  vote  that  theie  wete  no  grounds 
for  fcelieyjng.his,  tu ,yal  Highness  guilty  of  connivance  in  any  *eitse 
.  No.X7i|'rr-   V.  <z.  SI  of 


Of  the  word.  Had  the  Resolution  merely  asserted  that  there  were 
AO'  grounds  for  further  judicial  proceeding,  he  would  have  con- 
curred m  it,  lor  he  was  not  prepared  to  vote  tor  an  impeachment. 
He  was  sorry  to  say  the 'Resolution  did  not  do  this,  notwithstanding 
the  many  alterations  which  the  Right  Honourable  Gentleman  had 
made  m  it  since  he  first  proposed  it — not,  certamiy,  with  the  mean 
intention  of  catching  straggling  votes,  hut  on  account  of  variation 
■in  his  own  opinions! 

The  Resolution  of  the  Right  Honourable  Gentleman  was  equi- 
vocal, and  he  could  not  vote  for  any  Resolution  on  this  occasion, 
of  which  the  meaning  was  equivocal.  j?rom  the  effects  which  a 
(jvant  of  caution  in  this  respect  had  already  produced,  the  House 
ought  to  be  on  i(s  guard.  It  was  of  essential  importance,  that  the 
public  should  exactly  understand  what  were  the  opinions  of  the 
Members  of  the  House.  His  Lordship  observed  further,  that  if 
after  a  Resolution  of  acquittal'of  this  kind  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  shon[d  propose  his  Address,  he  would  be  doing  the 
■greatest  injury  to  his  Royal  Highness  that  could  possibly  be  con- 
ceived. You  first  voted,  that  he  had  been  unjustly  accused  of 
corruption,  and  connivance  at  corruption,  and  then  as  a  solecism 
far  this  unjust  accusation  you  sent  him  to  his  Father  with  a  lecture 
on  morality,  with  which  the  I  louse  had  nothing  to  do,  except  in 
as  far  as  his  want  of  morality  was  connected  with  the  duties  or  his 
public  situation.  Me  admitted  tue  immense  importance  ot  the 
moral  duties — but  of  all  tribunals  to  censure  or  punish  the  breach 
"of  such  duties,  that  House  was  most  uufat.  The  Noble  Lord  con- 
cluded by  stating,  that  he  could  not  satisfactorily  vote  for  either 
the  Resolution  or  the  Amendment,  as,  on  the  one  hand,  he  did 
not  see  complete  ground  for  implicating  the  Duke  of  York  in  the 
charge  of  corruption  and  connivance,  nor  did  ne  see  that  there 
was  no  ground  for  supposing  him  guilty  of  connivance.  It  was  his 
opinion,  however,  that  his  Roval  Highness  had  done  much  for 
the 'army,  by  the  several  regulations  and  improvements  that  had 
been  introduced  during  his^'Command ;  but  consideiationsj  both 
moral  and  political,  rendered  it  necessarv,  in  the  present  circum- 
staVrees,  that  he  should  withdraw  from  this  important  office. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Excaequeu  explained,  m  answer  to 
the  observations  of  the  Noble  Lord  The  ground  of-  the-  Itesolu- 
'tion  which  he  had  to  move  seemed  to  be  in  a  great:  measure  mis- 
understood. It  would  still  be  open  to  Gentlemen  to1  refuse .'their 
as«ent  to  any  motion  expressive  of  a  wish  that  the-  Dukc-olVi  oi  k 
,should'  remain- in  office.  The  opinion  he  was  anxious  .$boitld"no\v 
be  expressed,  was  not  only  that  there  was  no  grotrnctjor  charging 
'tiis  Royal  Highness  with  personal  corruption,  or  piStfilpaUon  wi 
'the  corrupt  practices  complained  of,  but  that,  there  was»no.room 
even  "to  suspect  the  existence  of  any  conmvalftferar,  of-4ten«vle<igt; 
of,  thqse  corrupt  practices..  Indeed,  in  his  mind.rthe'latter  char-.c- 


would- argue  as  much,  or  more,  bareness  and  corruption  fchan-tM 
former;  oOr  would  tjie  Duke  .of  York  have  reason  to  thank  tjie 
Mouse  lor  ii'.-quUting  hini  of  personal  corruption,  if  they  ;did  not, 
.at  it  be  same  time,  clear  him  of  the  more  damning  charge  of  crimi- 
nal connivance  at  su-ch  Corrupt  practices.  Neither  from  the  doci  -  ■ 
inenis;  nor  from  the  evidence  produced  at  the  Bar,  could  be  de- 
duced the  slightest  around,  tot  convicting  him  of  cither.  Il is 
Royal  Highness  must  therefore  be  acquitted  of  all  crimes,  and  of 
any  criminal  connivance  at  them.  As  to  his  further  wishes,  lie 
should  not  disguise  his  anxiety  to  see.  the  Duke  pf  V'oik  continued 
iu  the  situation  of  the  Commander  in  Chief,  and  enabled  to  ppi- 
sue  the.  services  which"'  he  had  rendered  to  the  country  in  %it 
capacity.  tie  should  again,  repeat,  that  by  voting  for  bis. Resolution 
Bp  Gentleman  would  be  bound  to  vote  for  the  Addiess,  whlc-h  lie 
iirigh,t  deem  it  his  duty  subsequently  to  move.  ,  ^ 

Mr.  Whitbread  rose,  amidst  'a  loud  ,#nd  general  .cry  of 
f  Question,  &uvstioU  /^-rilfe^hoald  not,  he  said,  detaif  the  House 
for  any  titne,,  seeing  their  impatience  to  close  the  discussion  ;  but 
he  must  beg  leave  to  remind  them,  that  the  Right  Honourable 
Gentleman  was  now  endeavouring  to  'involve  and  confound  two 
questions,,  that  of  personal  corruption,  and  connivance  at  corrupt 
practices,  which  stood  separate  before.  This  he  conceived  to  be 
an  unfair  proceeding ;  for,  after  all  that  had  passed ;  after  all  that 
had  been  heard,  and  proved  at  the  Bar,  by  the  conclusion  of  the 
business,  it  was  intended  to  insinuate  that  the'Duke  of  York  ought 
still  to  ceiitiflue  in  office. 

Doubts  had  been  expressed  respecting  the.  degree  of  praise  to 
which  the,  Honourable  Mover  of  the  present  question  was  entitled. 
He  had  never  said  that  his  Honourable  Friend  was  likely  to  receive 
a -forma)  Vote  of  Thanks  from  that  House,  for  the  services  which 
his- late  independent  and  manly  conduct  was  calculated  to  render; 
but  suie  he  was,  that  the  exertions  of  his  Honourable  Friend  would 
carry  with  them  the  cordiaj  and  undivided  thanfa  of  the  Nation. 

He  here  contracted  the  character,  the  conduct,  and  the  fortunes 
of  the  Duke  of  York,  with  those  of  the  Great  Duke  of  Marlboro-Ugii, 
and  asked  if  that  able  and  successful  General  had  hot  beon  dis- 
missed on  charges  not  more  grave. 

Rut  there  was  a  very  strange  circumstance  had  come. to  his  ears, 
with  which  be  felt  it  incumbent  on  him  to  acquaint  the  House,  and 
that  was,  that  within  these  few  days  a  meeting. had  taken  place  of 
General-Officers,  at  which  meeting  it  was  proposed  to  address  the 
DukeofYoi'k,  on  the  present  occasion,  and  to  assure  his  Royal 
Highness  of  their  gratitude  and  attachment.  To  what  could  the 
proceedings  of  such  a.  meeting  lead  ?  if  a  number  of  General  Offi- 
cers were  allowed  thus  to  hold  meetings  and  deliberate,  why  might 
not  common  soldiers  imitate  their  proceedings,  and  sit  in  delibera- 
tion alsoj.  Was  this  a  circumstance  to  be  overlooked  by  the  House? 
Was  it  not  one  of  the  most  dangerous  tendency  ?  "Was  it  not  ah 
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,attt|iipt, *P  Ctiegi  an  vnpenum  in  imperia  to  nrterfctein  the  Mibers- 
live  piocecditigs  of  that  House,  and  to  answer  its  aigumeiits  by 
fixed  ba.ouets  He  tiu-tedit  would  be  suflici'-nt  thus,  to  have 
warded  the  House  of  the  Existence  of  such  a  meeting.  The, 
ll  olio ui able,  £e,Wi'ema.u  concluded  by  obseivnsg,  that  what  had 
transput!  'i'i  the  coui^e  of  the  present  investigation  into  the  con- 
duct of  the  'Dm Ice  of  Yoik,  furnished  a  new  pi  oof,  if  any  additional; 
proof weic  wanting,  of  tiie  necessity  of  a  tempeiate  lefoim,  a  le- 
-form,.wl)Rh  .vrmld  extend  not  only  to  the  administration  of  the 
amy/  bul'.to  fche  Government  in  Chinch  and  State 
.*  The  Slokl  i  Ah?  at  W.vit,  m  answer  to  what  had  been  said,  le- 
Jatlve'to  a  r.wtm^  of  Geneial  Officeis,  said  theie  vvas  a  mihtaiy 
'club.  or'Vhich  he  was  afiicmbei,  at  which  a  number  of  Geneial 
Officeis  haiKtime  rvemiH's  s.nte  been  piesuit,  and  the  conveisa- 
tioii  having  tuifled  on  his  Rojal  Highness  (lit  Commander  m 
C'h'ef,  tVu  v  e\pu«sed  a  wish  to  addiess  Ins  itoy^l  Highness  in  oae 
'sKipe  oi'Viher.  ,  He  must,  hdwevei,  mfoini  the  House,  that  the 
Addie-  <.'  w"  is  to  have  uo  allusion  to  the  pit, cut  time,  and  fuither, 
tsiat  nothing  was  to  be  done  m  it  thl  the  pioceodiagson  this  m- 
quirv  weie  over. 

The  'House  at  length  divided;  fiist,  ou  Sir  Tiiomas  Turtoti's 
Amendinenr,  cm  which  the  numbers  were — 

Against  the  Amendment     .....  334 

For  it     -  %  135 

Majority  against  the  Amendment  -  190 

The  House  again  divided  on  Mr.  Perceval's  original  Motion — 

Aves  *-   -  '  2?8 

Noes  '  196 

Majority  in  favour  of  Mr.  Peieeval's  Motion  -  — —82 
The  letnaimng  pait  of  the  debate,  was  postponed  till  Monday 
the  aoth,  and*  the  House  at  half  past  four  adjourned. 

Monday,  March  30. 

1  T^ie'  older  for  tesumtng  the  further  consideiatibn  of  this  subject 
beihg'tnovod, 

'  Thc'C-HA.TCEM.OB  of  the  Excjieqwcu  lose,  awl  spoke  neailj  as 
feltovvs- — '■  Befwe  the  House  proceed  to  tlieOidet  of  the  Day  for 
thefu'ltnc  comideiation  of  the  Minutes  of  the  Committee,  I  think 
it  necessa'v  'o  commun  caie  a  fact,  and  I  take  this  oppoitunity 'of 
'floifog  so,'as  ^  apprehend  it  is  possible  it  mav  influence  an  Honoura- 
ble Tjentteinan  opposite '(Mi  Pa'hm?t)  nut  to  bung  foivvardliis 
tnotioW  ! -IMWe,  $k,  to  common'ca'e  to  the  House,  that  his 
Royal  HHmes^'ffte'  Duke  <  ;  York  did,  upon  the  moinin<>  of  Sa- 
turday after  the  House  had  uo'e  to  then  decision,  of  his  sponta- 
neotfvrfccord,  tender 'his  Resignation  of  his  Office  of  Commander 
in  _  Chief,' arid'  wiikn  his  KJ*ijc«i\  with  ichictance  has  accepted. 
fffie'ulotiveSarili'ieaioiis  which  induced  his  liojal  Highness  takrng 
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that  time  to  tender- that  resignation,  instead  of  an  earlier  period 
appear  to  hie  so  hp'nbutable  and  so.  proper,  that  1  am  persuaded» 
■when  they  are  known,  'they  will  give  much  satisfaction  to  tfee 
fiouse  -  J  cannot, 'continued  the  Right  Honourable  Gentleman, 
Ssifate  them  better  than  in  the  words  of  the  Letter  in  which  the  re- 
signation of  his  Royal  Highness  was  tendered,  and  which  was  as 
follows : 

"  The  House  of  Commons  having,  after  a  most  attentive  and  laborious' 
"investigation  of' the  rrieiits  of  certain  allegations  preferred  against  his 
■f*  Royai-  Highness,  passed  a  ^solution  of  his  innocence,  he  may  now  ap- 
"  proaeh  ii is  Majesty,  and  may  venture  to  tetidei  to  him  his  resignation 
**.  of  the  cbiet  command  of  his  Majesty's  army,  as  his  Royal  Highness  can 
"''no  longer  be  suspected  of  acting  from  any  apprehension  of  the  result, 
"nor  be  accused  of  having,  shiunk  from  the  full  extent  of  an  inquiry, 
"which  painful  as  it  has  been,  he  trusts  shall  appear,  even  to  those  who 

have  been  disposed  to  condemn  his  conduct,  to  have  met  with  that  pa- 
"  tiene'e  arid  firmness  which  can  arise  only  from  a  conscious  feeling  of  in- 
"  noCence.  - 

"  The  motive,4vhich  hifitiences  liim  arises  from  the  truest  sense  of  duty 
"  and  the  warmest  attachment'  to  his  Majesty,  from  which  he  has  never 
"  departed,  and  which  his  Majesty  has,  if  possible,  confirmed  by  the 
"  fectionate  and  paternal  solicitude  which  he 'has  shewn  for  the- honour 
"and  welfare  of  his  Royal  Highness  upon  this  distressing  occasion;  to 
"  him,  as  a  most  kind  and  indulgent  father,  as  a  generous  Sovereign,  his 
"  Royal  Highness .  owes  everything;  and  his  feelings  alone  would  have 
"  prompted  him  to  forego  all  considerations  of  personal  interest  in  the  de- 
"  termination  he  had  taken.  It  would  not  become  him  to  say,  that  he 
"  should  not  quit,  with  sincere  regret,  a  situation  hvwhich  his  Majesty's 
"  confidence  and  partiality  had  placed  him,  and.  the  duties  Of  which  it  had 
*'  been  his  most  anxious  study  and  pride,  during  fourteen  years,  -  to  dis- 
"  charge  wit!)  integrity  and  fidelity — whether  he  might  be  allowed  to  add, 
"  with  advantage  to  his  Majesty's  service,  his.Majesty  was  best  able'tode- 
"  cide  " 

This  communication  having-  been  made  to  his- Majesty  by  hi* 
Royal  Highness,  his  Majesty  had  been  most  graciously  pleased  to 
accept  it.  He  had  then  stated  it  to  the  House,  without  any  com- 
ment of  his  own,  and  he  left  it  to  his  Right  Honourable  Friend  to 
determine;  after  having  heard  it,  whether  he  would  think  it  ne- 
cessary to  proceed  with  his  motion. 

Mr.  Bathuest  declared,  that  the  important  fact  which  had  just 
been  communicated  would  not  induce  him  to  depart  from  the  lir  e' 
ot  conduct  he  had  laid  down  for  himself,  as  his  sense  of  duty  pte- 
vented  him  from  availing  himself  even  of- thisi-opportunity  of 
getting  free  from  the  unpleasant  burden  im  posed  upon  him.  Wi  th, 
truth  he  might  say,  he  gave  the  most  ample  cred  t  to  the  motives 
which  influenced  his  Royal  Highness  to  tender  his  -resigns  ">n, 
and  he  was  truly  sensible  of  the  loss  the  public  would  sustain  frOfia 
the  want  of  his  services.  No  one  was  more  ready  thaa  he  w.  o 
Sl8  bear. 
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bear  testimony  to  the  general  good  conduct,  excellent  regulations 
introduced  into  the  service,  and  happy  mode  of  enforcing  obedi- 
feiice'to'  them,  which  the  country  Owed  to  the  Duke  of  York,  and 
he  had  every  reason  to  regret  that  circumstances  had  arisen  which 
causedlhis  removal.  But  Gentlemen  would  recollect,  that  what 
had  passed' did  not  bear. upon  the  view  he  had  always  taken  of  the 
subject,  and  that  the'event  now  announced  could  make  no  altera- 
tion in,  his  mode  of  conduct.  In  his  view,  the  odious  charge  of 
conuptipn  .met  with  no  stionger  or  more  determined  opponent 
than  himself  He  had  voted  cheerfully  with  both  the  Resolutions 
of  acquittal  moved  by  the  Right  Honourable  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  and  he  regretted  extiemely,  that  some  Gentlemen 
thought  they  could  not  go  so  far  with  him.  Beyond  that  "vote  he 
would  have  gone  to  say,  that  no  lurking  suspicion  existed  which 
ought  to  prevent  the  Duke  of  York  going  into  the  world  with 
clean  hands. —  - 

The  Honourable 'Gentleman  now  took  a  view  of  the  original 
state  of  the  quest  ion,  and  what  had  induced  him  to  take  the  part 
he  did.  Still  lie  thought  it  necessary,  as  an  admonition  to  the 
present,,. aiicl  an  example  to  future  Commanders,  that  the  Journals 
of  the  House  df  Cppmions  should  bear  upon  tbem  an  expression  of 
the  sense  the  House  entertained  upon  some  cf  the  facts  unfolded 
in  this  investigation,  which  idid  not  amount  to  corruption,  orcon- 
nivance.at  corruption.  He  was  also  inclined  to  persevere  in- his 
resolution,  from,  a  consideration  that  his  promise  of  bringing  it 
forward  had  had  some  effect  in  keeping  several  gentlemen  ■  frorh 
voting -with  the  jseverer  measures  piopdsed  by  the  Honourable 
Mover  of  the  original  address,  and,  his  Honourable  Friend  (Mr. 
BankesV  He  conceived  that  Parliament  were  called  upon  to  pro- 
BoHince  on  parts  of  evidence,  not  contained  in  the  original  charge, 
If  these  baits  we're' material,  and  particularly  so  if  'they  were  con- 
nected with  the  political  question  which  arose  afterwards,  and  it 
was  as  -being' thus  connected,  and  not  as  resting  on  moral  grounds 
aloSe,  .that  he. now  asked  the  House  to  come  to  an  opinion  on  the 
opmmujjicatipn  and  interference  in  military  matters  which  had 
been  proven  to  exist. ,  He  would  not  go  into  a  statement  of  the 
facts  which  ,bore„him  out  in  this  Resolution;  after  they  had  been 
so  repeatedly  canvassed,  and- iwhich  .affixed  the  only  stiaroa 
that  *as  .attached  to  the  conduct  of  the  Commander  "in  Chief. 
Xbe  honourable  'Gentleman  defended  himself  frern  the  charge 
©f  aggravating  his,  Resolution  by  any  harsh-  epithets;  aird 
thought,  that  ifsprpething  of  the  kind  were -not  agreedto,  it  would 
n>)t  be  kiiQWn  from  their  iJournals  whether  they  had  not  neglected 
to  look  into  thp  alJegatipns;of  negligence  and  misconduct  contained 
in  the,  evidence  II  is  motion  had  in  view  two  objects,  admonition 
r  to  the  Puke  of.  York,  and  example  to  the  country,  and  while  he 
thdught.tih.at;the,  country  would,  upon  iefleetion,.  approve  of -tfce 
(conduct  of  thai  House  in  acquitting  the  Duke  of  York  of  corrup- 
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tioT),  heat  the  sarrfe  time  was  of  opinion,  that  the  sound  part  of 
the  community  would  expect  the  llouse  to  come  to  a  decision 
upon  the  Resolution  he  should  now  put  into  the  hands  of  the 
Speaker  The  Right  Honotnable  Gentlemen  then  concluded  with 
moving  the  following  Resolution  — 

"  That  tvh.Ie  thi-,  House  acknowledges  the  beneficent  effects  of  the  re- 
"  gulations  adopted  and  aced  upon  by  his  Ro\al  Highness  m  the  general 
"discharge  of  his  duties  as  Comtnande*  Chief,  it  is  observed  wi'h  the 
"deepest  regret;  that  m  conssquence  of  a  counecHon  the  most  immoul 
'' and  unbecoming,  a  corn  num;aiion  on  oftuial  subjects,  and  an  inter- 
"  ference  »n  the  distribution  of  Militaiy  AppouiUnents'and  Piomotions  has 
"  been  allowed  to  exist,  which  could  not  but  lead  to  disciedit  the  official 
'  admimst.ation  of  his  Royal  Highness,  and  to  give  colour  and  effect,  as 
"  they  have  actually  done,  to  transactions  the  most  criminal  and  disgrace- 
ful." 

Sir  W.  Curtis  seconded  the  Motion. 

Lord  Althorpe — "  1  wish,  Sti,  to  make  a  few  comments  upon 
the  two  piopositiofl?,  laid  down  by  the  Right  Honourable  Gentle- 
man,Mr.  Bathurst,  in  the  commencement  of  what  he  has  addiessed 
to  the  consideration  of  the  House  I  agiee  with  him,  Sir,  it 
would  be  a  great  lo=s  to  lose  any  individual  from  the  head  of 
our  army,  whose  mei  it  had  so  much  promoted  its  welfare ;  but  in 
tlie  piesent  instance,  that  h>s,  in  my  opinion,  will  be  much 
diminished  in  our  estimation,  when  tie  leflect  the  conduct 
of  his  Royal  Highness  has  been  such  as  to  lose  him  the  confi- 
dence of  tfaecountd. —  (Hear!  hear  !  J — With  lespect  to  the 
other  obseivations  of  that  Right  Honouiahle  Gentleman,  I  cer- 
tainly do  not  agree  with  him  He  has  thought' it  a  loss  to  the 
public — the  situation  of  Commander  in  Chiet  ought  to  be  occu- 
pied by  a  person  of  the  Rojal  Duke's  illustrious  rank.  In  that  sen- 
timent, Sir,  I  do  not  concur,  for  the  proceedings  befoie  this 
House  have  pioved  the  inconvenience  of  his  high  rank,  and  there 
can  be  no  doubt  it  would  be  moie  beneficial  to  the  public  inteiest, 
that  the  command  of  the  army  should  be  lodged  m  hands  more  ic- 
sponsible — (Hear  J  hear!  J — t  feel  myself  inclined  to  say  a  few 
words  m  justification  of  the  vote  which  I  have  given  upon  the  evi- 
dence befoie'us,  artd,  I  must  say,  I  did  think  Ins  Ro\al  Highness 
to  be  guilty  of  both  coriuption  and  connivance  f  am  also  of  opi- 
nion, the  question  is  now  in  a  state  in'  which  it  ought  not  tb 
stand,  ahd.theiefore  1  agree  with  tlie  Right  Honourable  Gentle- 
man, it'woufd  be  pioper  to  place  upon  the  Journals  of  this  House 
the  -reasons  which  induced  us  not  to  proceed  any  farther.  Thte 
donntry,  IVam  persuaded,  \yill  be  satisfied. — (Hear!  hear  !  )~ 
It  would  be  the  lasf  ' thing  in  tVe  world,  on  my  part,  intentionally", 
,'ta'hurt  his  Royal  Highh'ess's  'feelings;  and  I  shall  consider  it  my 
duty,  on'tMrtoilsiuferadon,  to  propose,  that,  because  the  Bute 
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$f  York  has  resigned,  we  do  not  wish  to'proceed  further"  in  tlie 
question,  for  I  do  n6t  think  the  Royal  Duke  can  ever  return  to  o£ 
fiqe,  01  evei  can  regain  the  confidence  of;  the  people  (Hear  J 
hear  ! )  1  have  now  to  propose  as  an  Amendment  to  the  Reso- 
lution moved  by  the  Right  Honourable  Gentletnafn,  the  omission 
of  all  the  words  contained  therein  after  the  word  "  That,"  whett 
the  Resolution  would  be  as  follows  • 

'  "  Thafhts  lioval  Highness  the  Duke  of  York  havtng  resigned  the  Com- 
"  maud  ot  ihe  Armv,  thi--  House  does  not  think  it  nrcassa-y  ,NO  W  to 
"proceed  anv  turther  m  the  consideration  of  the  Minutes'  of  the  Evi- 
*'  deuce  taken  .before  tlid  Comm'ttee,  who  werp  appointed  to  investigate 
"  the  conduct  ot  his  Royal  Highness  the  Dukeof  York,  as  far  as  rt-lates  to 
"  his  Royal  Highness  '• 

'  Mr.O'H  aba  dissented  from  both  the  Resolution  and  the  Amend- 
ment; he  could  not  help  being  sorry  the  Duke  of  York  was  no 
longer  at  the  head  of  the  ai  my ;  he  thought  his  hfgh-rank  removed 
him  from  the  sphere  of  Ministerial  influence,  and  theiefore,  that 
tj^e  situation  in  his  hands  was  not  liable  to  change  with  eveiy 
change  of  Mmisteis,  as  it  must  do  if  filled  by  an  oidinary  person, 
tt  was  the  King's  prerogative  to  appoint  all  his  servants,  and  t_h.it 
Hoiise.should  not  upon  light  giounds  interfere  with  that  pierogative. 

Mr,  Perceval — "  It  will  not  be  necessary  to  trouble  the  Hoxise 
with  many  obbervaf'ions  upon  this  subject,  after  what  has  passed  in 
the  tedious  and  mm'ite  investigation  that  has  occupied  us  so  long. 
I  should  have-  hoped,  thafr  after  what  I  have  stated  to  t;he  House, 
they  would  have  been  satisfied,  without  proceeding  farther  1 
feive  no  diffii  ulty  in  sa\iug,-  if  the'House  be  not  satisfied,  and  they 
be  desirous  still  to  express  their  reasons  foi  their  former  votes,  that 
that  is  the  most  inoffensive  thing  they  could  do.  In'  stating  that 
proposition,  1  should  certainly  prefer  the  amendment  to  the  mo>- 
Hon,  under  -a  distinct  explanation,  that  an  apparently  trifling  .'l- 
teration  should  take  place  iip-m  that  amendment  before  its  passing, 
for  if  not,  it  too  was  objectionable.  The  Right  Honouiable  Mover 
did  not  advert,  that  his  motion  is  inconsistent  insomc  degiee  with 
his  formei  sentiments,  for  how  could  it  possibly  happen,  that  such 
an  influence  was  allowed  to  exist,  as  did  not  give  countenance  to 
jijfamous  tiansactions,  by  which  his'Royal  Highness,  with  his  e\«s 
open,  must  have  connived  at  proceedings  which  we  have  already 
,jje°atived  ?  I  certainly,  theiefore,  should  not  rfave  adapted  that 
'Resolution  at  any  time ,  but  at  the  piesent  it  is  suiely  more  unne- 
cessary than  before ,  for  it  is  evident  that  his  RoySl  Highness  has 
of  himself  given  greater  atonement  than  even  the  Right  Horiourablp 
(Jentleman  at  any  time  expressed  a  wish  to  have.  The  Noble  Lord 
'■who ,has  pi  oposed  the  Amendment  is  perfectly  corrupt  in  his  view 
of  tnesubject,  vh'en  he  thinks  it  adviseable  that  his  Royal  Htghness 
should  be  prevented  fioni  ever  returning  to  stfch  a  situation  ;  atnd 

distinctly 
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t'tstilutly  \Ules,  that  the  proofs  of  that  conuptioaand  connivance 
vsei-e  made  out  to  his  satisfaction.  Undoubtedly,  should  f  agree 
in  that  .conviction,  1  bhould  feel  no  hesitation  in  failing  into  that 
N«We  i  Lord's,  pi  ©position  ;  but  it  not  only  does  not  exist  m  my 
mind*  but  it  has  already  been  distinctly  negatived  by  the  House; 
:jnd  I  think  theflouse  will  have  difficulty  in  agreeing  to  a  Resolu- 
tion, lecommended  upon  the  veiy  grounds  which  they  therreeives 
have  negatived,  namely,  the  pioposition  which  founds  itself  upon 
cofiuption.  The  Noble  Lord  has  also  stated,  that  he  conceives  it 
exceedingly  obiectionable;  that  a  peison  of  the  rank  of  his  Royal 
Highness  should  hold  a  high  and  lesponsible  situation  111  the  state, 
as  theie  is  a  pecuhav  debtee  of dehcacj  and  difficulty  in  making  any 
motion  to  implicate  that  i espohsibility.  Now,  Sir,  if  ever  there 
was  a  period  when  that  opinion  had  no  foundation,  it  is  the  piesent 
one,  when  we  have  been  for  many  weeks  engaged  upon  this  in- 
vestigation, into  the  conduct  of  his  Royal  Highness  the  Duke  of 
.York,  and  Hot  the  smallest  obstacle  thiown  in  the  way,  nor  aify 
difficulty  oiiginated. — With  the  view,  theiefore,  in  which  I  have 
entered  upon  this  subject,  I  cannot  conceive  that  the  House,  at  a 
time  when  they  have  negatived  both  conuption,  and  connivance 
at  corruption,  should  impose  as  it  were  an  unlimited  forfeiture  of 
thesituationhisRoyal  Highness  held,  by  including  in  a  Resolution 
both  what  lias  already  been  negatived,  and  what  may  be  afterwards 
made  out ;  and  I  suppose  the  Noble  Loul  will  not  think  of  persist- 
ing m  those  woids  which  he  had  adopted  in  his  Amendment.  I 
cannot  agree  to  it  while  it  contains  the  word  '  now,'  in  the  sense  irr 
.which  he  has  explained  that  woid.  The  Amendment  might  have 
^remained  as  ltwas,  if  the  Noble  Loidhad  not  himself  given  an 
explaeation  of  it ,  and  I  think  that  the  House,  and  the  Royal  Duke 
himself,  are  indebted  to  him  for  the  fairness  and  candour  with 
which  he  has  done  it.  Having  been  accompanied  with  that  ex- 
planation, I  conceive  that  no  one  can  ag'ee  with  the  Motion  upon 
the  giounds  so  laid  down  by  the  Noble  Loid,  so  as  to  letiact  the 
former  sentiments  of  the  House,  and  sa  ,  that  theie  was  conup- 
tion oi  connivance  in  his  Roval  Highness,  oi  be  piepaied  to  go  the 
length  of  aigmng  that  his  Royal  Highness  should  never  hold  any 
situation,,  howevei  immacu'ate  he  might  afteiwatds  piove  to  be  [ 
sav  that  this  would  be  a  most  dispiopoitionate  punishment  to  the 
offence  which  the  House  seem  inclined  to  chaige  him  with,  and 
if  Can  o»l}  he  adopted  by  those  who  see  the  daiker  shade  of  the 
offence  Whatever  may  be  imputable  to  the  _ Duke  of  Yoik,  tills 
stirelv  is  not  a  fair  oppoiturutv,  of  enteimg  into  a  general  lesolution 
8S  to  those  who  may  in  futuiehold  that  lesponsible  situation.  Upon 
the«e  giounds,  I  shall  give  mj  concunence  to  the  amendment,  to 
the  extent  of  getting  nd  ,of  the  motion  of  my  Right  Honourable 
lyiend.  provided  that, amendment  be  alteied,  by  leavmg'out  the 
,woid  I  hav*  alluded  to." 

Sir 
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Sit  CisAKtrs  Price  thought,  tli.at  although  the  Duke  of  '/oris 
vas  not  guilty  of  any  corruption  or  connivance  at  comiption,  }tt 
there  was  sufficient  evidence  to  think  his  Ro^ai  Highness  uav  lustily 
censuieabfe' m 'his  conduct,  and  theiefore  it  was  that  he  did  most 
cordially  agree  with  the  proposition  now  made.  It  was  a  cucuin- 
stance  disgraceful  to  the  chaiactei  of  his  Royal  Highness,  that  it 
had  called  upon  the  House  to  express  themselves  in  such  a  general 
manner  as  to  prevent  similai  tiansactions  m  future 

"Loid  l''oi  kstone  agreed  with,  an  Honouiable  Member,  that 
something  should  be  done,  and  theie  ouh  cbd  he  agiee  with  the 
♦Jcmtleman  who  ha'd  spoken  on  that  side  .  f  the  House.  Thinking, 
a1-  he  dfd,  that  his  Royal  Hiahne^,  was  not  flee  fiom  conui  iou, 
he  certainly  was  of  opinion  chat  he  was  unfit  to  hold  the  commrrid 
et  the  ain\v,  and  as  hi  had  now  resign cl  it,  ci^ht  ilcwi  again  he- 
perinitted  "to  resume  it'    Much  had  been  said  ol  the  little  <egard 
which  had  been  paid  to  delicacy  in  the  couiee  of  the  pioteedmgs. 
Uwas  truemany  gentlemen  had  expiessed  their  undisguised  senti- 
ments on  the  conduct  of  the  Duke ;  many  speeches  had  been  made 
against  the  Commander  in  Chief,  though  he  was  of  the  Royal 
Family;  but  this  cifetfrnstance  alone  was  not  sufficient  to  overthrow 
the  objections  wfri'ch  had  been  started  against  placing  a  Prince  of 
the  Blood  in  a  responsible  situation.    Had  such  pioceeding*  bean 
instituted  against  any  one  cls,e,  on  such  grounds  as  those  on  which 
the  late  investigation  had  taken  place,  the  person  accused  would 
have  been  dismissed.    He  concluded,  by  supporting  the  Amend* 
jnertr. 

Lprd  Te?ipi.e  said,  he  did  not  think  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer did 'well  in  quoting  the  DukVs  words,  "  that  the  period 
had  arrived  when  his"  innocence  was  made  clear  "  He  had  voted 
-in  favourlif  the  Duke,  as  he  did  not  believe  his  Royal  Highness 
guilty  of  coiruption  or  connivance,  but  agamst  such  general  de- 
claration- of  innocence  he  must  enter  his  piotest  — In  his  opinion* 
a  stiong  charge  remained  behind,  misconduct  was  certainly  to  be 
chaiged  against  his  Royal  Highness;  and'  while  he  was  thus  cen- 
surable, he  thought  "itch  a  declaration  too  stiong,  it  would  have 
been  bettei  had  his  friends  advised  him  to  have  adopted  a  different 
style  He  might  have  said  with  greatei  piopucty,  that  he  bowed 
to  the  wishes  of  the  count)  3',  and  though  the  House  of  Commons 
had  acquitted  him  of  corruption  or  connivance,  he  wished  to  mani- 
fest his  deference  to  the  general  serrtii-nents  of  the  nation,  by  laying 
down  the  command  of  theaimy.  Promptly  as  he  agreed  with  the 
other  Honouiable  Membeis  1,1  opinion,  that  his  Royal  Highness 
■was  not  guilfy  of  conuption,  and  piompth  as  he' gave  his  vote  for 
acquitting  him  of  connivance,  yet  he  could  not  think  his  innocence 
so  completely  established  as  to  justify  the  expression  made  use  of 
in  the  letter  He  could  not  agiee  with  the  pioposed  Resolution, 
as  he  thought  it  in  110  instance  just.  Had  the  Caminander  in  Chief 

been* 
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iseeti  p'onounced  guilty,  it  wbuld  not  have  gone  far  enough  j  but, 
brought  foi  ward  now,  in  bis  opinion,  it  went  much  too  fai.  If  it 
•was  thought  impropei  to  continue  the  Duke  of  Yoik  in  the  situa- 
tion ofCommandei  in  Chief  any  longei,  it  was  not  foi  Paihatncnt 

endeavour  to' remove  hi m  by  aside  wind,  but  topioceed  openly, 
and  remove  him  in  the  face  ot  day.  He  could  not  see  the  piopuety 
of  putting  out  the  the  wonh"  now,"  and,  in  the  piesent  state  of 
things,  to  proceed  faithei  he  thought  would  be  unnecessaiy. 

Mi  Booth  thought  Mis.  Claike  had  possessed  an  improper 
influence  over  his  Royal  tlighness — He  was  as  supenor  to  popular 
clamour  as  any  other  Honourable  Mi  mber,  but  he  lejoiced  to  see 
the  lowei  ordels  of  society  expiess  then  sentiments  with  freedom. 
As  the  evidence  laid  before  them  had  1  cached  the  remotest  corner 
of  the  kingdom,  he  would  wish  their  decisions  to  be  made  equally 
public,  as  Well  as  the  motives  by  which  they  had  been  actuated 
while  foi  ming  their  decisions. 

Mr  Whitb'uead  said,  that  although  he  perceived  the  House 
were  anxious  to  decide  upon  tl.e  question  before  them,  he  could 
notsubmit  that  it  should  be  put  without  saying  why  heditTered  from 
the  proposed  Amendment  ol  the  Noble  Lord,  intioducedas  it  had 
been  by  a  speech  leplete  with  sound  aiguinent.  An  addiess  had 
been  proposed  by  the  Right  Honouiablc  Gentleman  opposite, 
acknowledging  the  inteifeience  of  Mrs.  Claike,  acknowledging  that 
it  could  not  but  tend  to  the  disci  ed't  of  his  Royal  Highness,  and  to 
give  a  colour  to  the  chaiges  submitted  against  him,  and  yet  that 
Addiess  so  worded  was  intended  to  give  a  facility  to  his  Rosal 
Highness  to  continue  in  office.  Foi  h's  paithe  did  not  considei  it 
possible,  noi  did  lie  conceive  how  anj  mail  ccaild  consider  it  pos- 
sible foi  his  Royal  Hight^s  to  have  continued  in  office,  aftei  that 
Addiess  was  passed. —  fjfiar  1  liar  !  j  —  Anothet  pait  to  which 
he  ob'ectad  was  that  which  went  to  thank  him  foi  his  conduct  as 
Comniandei  m  diet ,  his  conduct  might  have  been  mc  liorious, 
but  it  had  not  been  sufficiently  pioved  to  him,  as  ;>  Vlembei  of 
PaiJiam"nf,  that  his  coudiut  was  <a  tuinnLendau'lv  biilUant  a«  to 
cr.ll  foi  the  g'atitude  of  that  House.  With  i  expect  to  molality,  the 
piesent  was  not  thd  time  to  discuss  it  ,  the  Duke  of  Voik  had  re- 
signed, fot  "what  caii^e  he  d'd  not  think  it  necessaiv  to  'nqinie, 
v\ hethci  fiom  tespect  to  the  opinion  of  the  countiy,  wlu^h  always 
must  Lave  weight,  01  fi;>m  whatevei  othet  motive  ;  but  Ins  mx- 
pie^ion  was,  that  aftci  t!  i  Vt  night's  deba'es,  the  Diiie  of  Yoric 
could  not  continue  m  oflice 

He  thought  that  tl.e  Right  HonouiaMe  Centlefnan  was  iiable.ta 
jepioach,  foi  having  ah  ndoned  the  Deke  of  Yoik  If  he  thought 
hhfi  innocent,  wliy  did  be  abandon  turn  '  why  did  he  not  prevent 
lii-.  resignatK  u  -  The  R i_,lit  Hoiviui.  ble  Gentleman  might  be 
willing  the<i  to  abandon  pui^'><  itions  he  hid  foimeily  maintained; 
tiit  the  .ci-uiation  of  b's  Roval  Highness  was  all  that  he  (Mr. 
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\yi«tbread)  had  in  his  view,  and  therefore  he  would  not  sci  utini/e 
the  reason  of  it.  He  did  not  hesitate  to  state,  that  he  thought  the 
Duke  of  York  guilty  of  connivance ;  not  however  agreeing  with  the 
Bight  Honouiable  Gentleman,  that  there  were  no  degrees,  nor 
admitting  that  the  varions  gi  adatious  should  be  confounded  in  one 
nndisthjguishmg  lepioacb.  As'  to  what  was  nqw  proposed,  he 
could  not  help  thinking  it  somewhat  ungenerous  ;  it  did  not  wast 
him  to  lesign,  but,  when  he  had  iesigued,  it  came  tofiv  upon  him 
■with  a  jesolution.  It  was  not  by  bringing  forwaid  any  proposition, 
that  they  could  expect  to  produce  ,\  moral  leformation  in  the  con- 
duct of  his  Royal  Highness  The  Honourable  Member  was  some- 
what surprised  to  see  the  vehemence  which  the  two  woi  thy  City 
Baronets  had  manifested  to  pi oteSt  against  the  undue  mliuence 
which  the  Duke  permitted,  though  they  denied  all  coriuption,  and 
to  have  a  slap  at  him  befoie  it  was  too  late.  They  came  in  at  the 
death,  and  aimed  a  blow  at  the  carcase  when  killed,  just  tp  say  to 
their  constituents,  "  W e  did  vote  for  something  against  the 
Duke"  (Loud  laughing,)  "  I  tiust,  however,"  said  Mr.  Whii- 
Bread,  "  their  psoject  will  be  completely  foiled." 

As  to  what  had  been  mentioned  respecting  the  perpetual  ex- 
clusion of  the  Dukeof  Yoik,  hesupposed  it  utterly  impossible  that 
it  could  have  referred  to  exclusion  from  the  Thione.  He  supposed 
that  it  could  only  have  meant  exclusion  from  office  (Hear  /  J 
The  resignation  of  the  Duke  of  York  going  futh  to  the  country, 
would,  he  was  persuaded,  affoid  complete  satisfaction  ,  but  if  once 
it  was  known  to  be  the  intention  to  leplace  him,  at  any  future  pe- 
riod, bis  present  dism^sal  would  not  be  sufficisnt  to  allay  the  fer- 
ment so  justly  excited  (Hear!  hear  J  J  If  such  weie  the  in- 
tention, and  that  it  was  known,  it  would  quit Vry  appeal,  that 
little  or  nothing  had  been  done  to  satisfy  the  public  feeling,  and 
Appease  the  public  indignation  With  jespect  to  the  introduction 
of  the  word"  now,"  the  Right  Honomable  Gentleman  opposite 
had  contended  that  it  was  impossible  to  pionounee  that  no  occa- 
sion could  otcui,  in  which  it  would  be  advisable  to  call  his  Hojal 
Highness  into  office  ;  he  (Mr.  Whitbread;  did  not  undei  take-' to 
pronounce  any  such  positive  decision  ,  having  no  ftuthei  capacity 
to  develope  and  dhc  iivio  the  future,  than  other  neai-sighted 
moitals,  he  would  not  pionounee  with  confidence,  what  he  could 
not  ascertain  with  crtainty  .  but  supposing  that  the  Duke  of 
York  was  placed  iu  a 'situation  m  which  it  would  be  thought  ad- 
visable to  reinstate  h.ai ,  supposing  that,  by  the  miraculous  con- 
clirence  of  encumstances,  the  nation  was  inclined  to  have  him  ap- 
pointed to  his  situ.st  <'.i  once  moie,  the  woid  "  nou"  would  not 
exclude  'him  in  siich  i  ;ase.  The  House,  he  thought,  must  see 
the  leason  why  th"  ilonodi able  Gentleman  would  not  a<;i  ee, 

on  Satuiday,  to  -.'vet  the  oidinaiy  proceedings,  for  although  1  e 
•wished  that  his  1L  •."!  Highness  would  continue  in  office,  it  ap- 
pealed now,  that  he  knew  he  woo  Id  not  continue. 
*  'TV 
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The  word  party  bad  been  mentioned ;  but  if  evei  rbe>e  was* 
question  earned  without  the  influence  of  paity,  and  against  all 
paity,  that  was  it  Difteient  parties  existed  in  the  House,  to  none 
of  which  the  Honourable  Gentleman,  who  bionght  forward  the 
charges  had  appealed  ,  and  'et  he  managed  to  devid'e  135  against 
all  parties.  Among  othei  things  aftected  by  that  question,  he  hoped 
that  one  great  advantage  would  lesult,  which  was,  the  annihilation 
ot  a  paiticular  paity,  detrimental  to  the  publ'c  welfaie,  a  party, 
which  was  not  seen,  but  felt;  A  party,  -which  Loid  Chatham  bad 
described  as  a  thing  standing  behind  the  Thione,  and  greater  than 
tlieThione  itself,  a  party  which  had  put  the  present  Government 
into  power,  and  whjch  was  itself  supported  ui  a  publication  auda- 
ciously promulgated  of  late.  He  hoped  that  that  party  existed  tio 
more,  and  that  if  Government  were  resolved  to  prosecute  any 
publication?,  it  would  be  that  wout  of  ail  libels.  SA  Prince  bad- 
given  a  lesson  to  other  Pi  nices,  of  which,  it  was  to  be  hoped,  .they 
would  take  advantage,  and  not  depend  upon  sHch  parties  Such 
parties  weie  not  new  to  the  countn  ;  In  the  time  ot  Chailes  the 
Second,  Sn  William  Temple  had  felt  the  effects  of  a  similar  owe, 
and  lemonstrated  upon  it,  he  had  said  that  none  but  the  ostensi- 
ble Counsellors  sKoutd  be  known  to  the  Crown,  and  that  the  ac- 
knowledgement ot  any  otheis  would  lead  to  the  o\eitluow  of  the 
counti  v' 

The  Right  Honouiable  Gentleman  had  given  a  lectute  of  mo- 
rality, he  (Mr  Whitbread>  had  aheady  said,  that  when  the  want 
of  morality  mterfeied  with  the  public  concerns,  it  might  be  no- 
ticed by  a  public  tribunal  ;  but,  under  any  othei  circumstances,  it 
was  not  their  business  to  pronounce  upon  it.  Of  morality,  the 
Duke  of  Yoik  had  had  already  a  sufficiently  long  and  giave  lesson, 
in  the  inquiry  upon*  which  the  House  was  occupied,  and  any  far* 
ther  enforcement  of  its  duties  atid  obligations,  was  in  his  opinion, 
beyond  the  piovince  of  the  [louse  Princes  weie  envied  for  their 
situation,  but  they  weie  also  to  be  pitied ,  they  weie  excluded 
from  many  things  which  contnbuted  not  only  to  the  happiness  oi 
life,  but  to  the  advancement  and  support  of  virtue ,  among  others 
and  among  the  greatest,  was  the  want  of  faithful  counselloi  s,  who 
had  candour  and  boldness  to  assist  them  with  then  best  advice, 
who  would  tell  them  what  was  ti  ue,  although  it  was  not  flattering, 
and  what  was  light,  although  it  was  not  agreeable  That  was  a 
want  which  Princes,  almost  alwajs  expei  enced.  If  then  it  ap- 
peared that  their  hands  were  moie  tied  and  bound  up  than  the 
rest  of  mankind,  why  should  the  House  <  f  Commons  proceed  to 
lectuie  them  upon  morality  ?  That  was  Hot  the  time  in  which  it 
became  them  to  do  so,  especially  as  theie  was  a  Punce,  fice  from 
the  lmmoialities  of  others,  happily  to  be  found. 

Theie  was  one  point  upon  which  he  felt  it  to  be  his  duty  Co 
call  their  attention  before  he  sat  down,  end  that  was  respecting  a 
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meeting  of  thte  officers  of  the  aimv.  He  undeistood  that  the 
"Right  Honourable  Secretaiy  had  attended  that  meeting,  and  that 
the  pioposition  brought  forwaid  theie  w&s  put  down  by  him.  Re 
undeistood,  that  a  paper  vas  di awn  out  in  the  hanil-wiiting  of 
Sir  David  Dtimias,  and  read  to  the  military  Offi<  ers  then  assem- 
bled, that  it  was  seconded  by  himself,  that  the  pioposition  being 
received  with  acclamation,  was  withdiawn,  not  laid  aside,  and 
instead  of  being  abandoned  forever,  was  only  reserved  foi  another 
occasion.  He  had  heard  from  a  Bookseller,  a  veiy  respectable, 
man,  known  to  the  Gentlemen  upon  the  opposite  side  of  the 
House,  that  an  address  was  presented  tofnm  by  an  Officer,  for  a 
coriection  of  the  style;  that  the  object  of  that  addiess  was  tone-- 
commend  to  the  Duke  of  York  to  lelain  his  situation  as 
Commander  in  Chief.  He  did  not  go  to  the  length  of  some,  who 
wished  that  Officeis  in  the  amif  should  be  excluded  fiom  that 
House  ,  he  was  happy  to  see  them  theie ;  but  when  they  evinced 
such  a  spuit  as  that,  it  was  an  alarming  consuleiation ,  they 
should  be  stopped,  as  Ca;sai  had  stopped  his  tumultuous  soldiers, 
"jl'hev  should  be  told  that  they  were  citizens  as  well  as  soldieis; 
and  that  even  as  soldieis  it  was  then  duty  to  obey. 

The  Honouiable  Gentleman  declaied  his  opinion,  that  a  na- 
tional sentiment  prevailed  that  the  Son  of  the  King  was  not  a  fit 
peison  to  be  Commandei  in  Chief  The  present  mquiiy  had  de- 
monstiated  that  it  was  not  fit  that  the  Son  of  the  King  should 
hold  that  situation.  The  House  had  been  engaged  m  this  mquiiy 
from,  the  1st  of  Febiuaiyto  the 20th  of  Maich.  We  of  couise 
•saw,  tile  case  with  which  the  son  of  the  King  could  be  lemoved 
•from  bis  situation.  When  the  chaiges  first  were  bi ought  forward, 
Gentlemen  on  the  other  side  Lad  stepped  foiwaul,  and  challenging 
the  Honourable  Movei  to  the  inqum,  had  said,  "Oh?  now  at 
length  you  have  come  in  a  tangible  --''ve,  aud  \e  thank  urn  foy 
givtrig  us  an  opportunity  of  n'eetiuj  tiie  c'viges"  When  the 
Honourable  Gentleman,  h<-we\ei,  hud  piovtd  his  chaiges,  he 
"\«as'told  he  was  to  have  no  thanl  s  a*  all.  U<>  thes."  uasons  he 
thought  the  son  of  the  King  was  not  a  tit  peison  to  hold  such  a  si- 
tuation Theie  wis  a  time  whon  the  fnoai  ,t<>  son  of  a"  Knit;  had 
not  been  so  treated  luafoimei  leimi  'Ui-nthe  Duke  of  Cum- 
berland gave  offence  b}  conciudng  the  com  ci. turn  of  Closlei  £c- 
vep,  be  was  at  once  removed  and  displaced  Though  he  i'Mi. 
WhihVead)  was  not  pi'eiia1  2d  to  sa\,  that  th"  T-lonouiable  Gen- 
tleman whf.  b. ought  forvia1dthe5echaiL.es  ought  to  icteivc  the 
thanks  of  the  Home,  because  in  so  rloms  lie  had  only  di-'h.  1  ;ed 
his  duty,  he  was  satisfied  t'.at  he  had  th  2  tl  a»ks  of  the  gical  ipa- 
jontyof  Ih'i*  House  ana  ot  nine  liundi"d.  a'>d  ivnety-wnc  out  of 
every  thoj'-aiid  individuals  tin  oughoiit  th.'  kingdom 

.The^ccRErAPY  at  War  tose  to  iepi\  to  that  paitot  the  flo- 
siourabtc  Gentleman's  speccli  ulat'iig  to  tile  Addiess,  ,ik'i  a 
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tiling  hac|  merely  been  proposed  in  conversation,  thirteen  Officers- 
only  vrehc  present,  seveial  of  whom  took  no  part  in  what  parsed. 
He  knew  nothing  of  what  the  Honourable  Gentleman  had  been  in- 
formed ot  in  the  stieet, 

Mi  Canning  said,  if  such  a  thins;  had  only  been  spoken  of  in 
a  loose  conversation  it  was  wholly  unimportant,  but  if  otherwise, 
such  conduct  mented  punishment  v 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  rose  to  explain  that  he 
had  not  deserted  the  Duke;  but  as  the  resignation  of  hisito\al 
Highness  was  his  own  act  solely,  he  thought  any  interfeience  on 
his  part  impropei. 

After  some  observations  in  reply  fioin  Mr.  Bathurst,  strangers 
■wcie  oidered  to  withdraw,  and  the  Motion  was  negatived  without 
a  division. 

Lord  A^thorpe's  Amendment  was  then  put  as  a  distinct  mo- 
tion, when 

'  Mr.  Perceval  moved^as  an  amendment,  that  the  word  "  no)t>' 
be  omitted. 
On  this  the  House  divided. 

For  Mr.  P«rceval'&  Amendment    -   -  235 

Against  it  ---,112 

Majority   -----  ^—jgg 
After  this  division  the  House  adjourned. 

Thus  terminated  an  affair  —  more  important,  perhaps,  than 
any  that  has  undergone  Parliamentary  iNyjarMOAHioi*  siwcf 

THE  REYOtCTIOH. 


In  Vol.  2.  between  folios  395  and  433,  there  is  <t  typographical 
Error  m  the  paging,  which  the  Reader  is  requested  to.dtsregard 
as  the  subject  follows  correctly. 

In  answer  to  same  enquiries  concerning  the  Inverted  Lines  m 
the  Appendix,  the  Header  is  informed,  the ij  are  literal  Copies  of 
the  Oiigmai  Letteis  as  yrtiiied  m  the  Minutes  for  the  use  of 
the  Members  of  the  House  qf- Common*. 
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and  identified  as  fhesame  peison 
who-was  at  'his  hotet  under  the 
nafne,ofMrs  Dowlet,J37  Ex- 
amined' 'as'  to  her  acquaintance 
with  Mrs  Hove'iJen  and  Miss 
Tfrylpr,  1J9.  As  to  her  fiand- 
w"riting,  and  hercustom  bt  guiding 
h,ei"  'mother's,,  hai$,  J  4^>  153- 
Actnotyledges  -herself  to  be  in  the 
'habit  of  imitating  the  hand  Writing 
of  o}hers,  2«  play,  149  Inposi 
session  of  a  facsimile  ot  the  Duke 
of  York's  private  seal,  151  Mo- 
ney paid  by  the  Duke  on  her  ac- 
count, ,176,  273,  472  Circum- 
stances of  rhe  Duke's  leaving  her, 
284/321,32$  Exammedas  to 
her  acquaintance  with  Mrs  f  a- 
vorev,  :86  flerhstof  promo- 
tions pmned  at 'the  head  of  tin 
bed,  289  Heracquamtance  with 
MV  Ogilvy,  290  Her  letters  to 
Capt, Sandm,  395,— 405  An.- 
madversions  on  hei  cha'aeter  ,<nd 
evidence,  432,  452,  483,  505, 
512,  526 

laverlnsr  Geneidl,  le'tersfiom,  to 
Mrs  Clarke,  soliciting  a  com- 
mr-sion  for raising.' balulion,  2 1 
reqae,1.',  to  be  permitted  to  cor- 
net his  fciiner  eviJence,  100  ; 


the  request  complied  with,  431. 
declared  to  be  guilty  of  prevarica- 
tion, 243  Animadversions  on 
his  connection.  With  Mrs.  Clarke| 
470,  523 

Clinton,  Col.  con espondence  be- 
tween him  and  Col  Fiench,  357. 

Coke,  (Member  fdr  Norf6lk,)'sup- 
ports*  the  'testimony -c  of  Mrs. 
Clarke,,_<5oo*         '  , 

Corn,  Mrs  examined  relative  to  the 
Papers  of  Mrs.  Clarke,  destroy  ed 
by  Mr  Coin,  '¥41    ,  ; 

Covelt,  Major,  defended,  1 ' 

Croker,  M-i  defends  the  Duke  of 
York,  589.  ■  Convinced'  ot  an 
error  in  hi,  charge  against  Sir  F, 
Burdetr,  595  ' 

Cunven,  ilr^  supports  Col'  War- 
die's  motion  for  removing  fhe 
Duke  of  YQ-rk,'  442.  Begins  to 
read  a  letter  from  Capt  Speddipg, 
554-  D       '    .  , 

Debatein  the  CommitteeonthepVo- 
pnety  of  admitting  Mr.  M 'Dow- 
all's  evidence,  who  had  delivered 
it  mabtatcof  inebilety,  32..  On 
Col  Sandon's evidence,  131,  "156, 
195  As  to  the  propriety  of  per- 
mitting General  Clavering  to'cor- 
rect  his  testimony,-  260!  In  the 
Hou'-eof  Cornmons  on  the  Report 
of  the  Committee  of  inquirj ,  408. 
et  $eq,  ' 

Dickie,  Mr  examined  to  piove  the 
Du'ke  of-Yoik's  hand  writing, 
166,  1C9 

Douhi,  Mr  Animadversions  on 
hi-,  c.  jnii.'ction  with  Mrs'  Clarke, 

4'  5,  455>  49°.  5°';  5"- 
Duff,  Mr  examined  touching  so'me 
pa 'jets  forn'd  m  the  possession,  of 
B.  Kennet,  a  Bankiupt,,  71,  75. 
,B 

Jllder'on,  Mr  pi  Genres  a  paymaSj 
ter^lnp  tlnough  Mis.  Clarke,  iS, 
23,  Ammadver.ipns  on  thii'ur- 
cunKtance,'466,  502.  Hislet'e  e 
to  Mrs  Clarke,  ielati,ve  to  th$ 
promotion  of  Ins  sun,  2.6  y*  <he 
3K3    '  '  -Dak* 
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,Dufce  of  York,  on  the  same  occa- 
sion, 17 

!jplHis,,  Rev  J  J.  examined  relative 
to  Mrs  Favorey,  307. 

Exchequer,  Chancellor  of,  opposes 
an  observation  of  Lord  Folk- 
Stone,  5  j8~  Reads  a  resolution, 
to  acquit  the  Duke  of  Yotk  of 
personal  corruption,,  6151  His 
•speech  on  the  Duke  of  York's 
resignation,  640  moves  a  reso- 
lution, 643 

F 

Farquhar,  G  Esq  the  Duke's  pri- 
vate address  to  M)  s  Clarke,  i 5 1 

Favery,  Mrs  housekseper  to  Mrs 
Clarke,  examined  on  vauous 
points,  36,  3  t  r  Her  equivoca- 
tions, 39,  44  Denies  that  she  is 
related  to  Mrs.  Clarke,  42,  315 
Her  evidence  refuted,  307  As- 
sumes the  name  Faiqt'har,  311, 
j  s 5  Cueumstance- of  hei  mar- 
r«ige,  315,  ami  of  her  biith,  3 16 
Animadversions  on  her  character 
*ud  evidence,  43  r,  473,  506 

Fe  rg  Gene  re  1,  t  h  1 11  ks  t  h  e  D  ufce 
of  Yo.kcxftemely'culpab'e,  631 

•  F  tzp.nnck,  Gen  examined  as  to 
the  impiovements  introduced  by 
the  Dui.e  of  York  into  the  army, 

Folk  tone>  Loid,  complains  that 
justice  hid  not  been  done  to  Mi 
Waidle,  in  the  ma'i-^cnem  of 
tre  exa>i'ii],.noi,  4  [X  feuds  the 
'«"tS'i>es  "t  Col  Wardle,  530, 
Defends  Mrs  Claike's  testimony 
.(gamst  Mr  Button,  534  Re- 
plies to  Mr  Burton,  1I1  Repl.es 
ti)  the  'Chancellor  of  tpe  Lx  hc- 
qner,  Advised  to  <<b>  am 

from  personality, 5  t5  Hs  speech 
011  the  amendment,  6±6 

French,  Col   -ins  lew,  3^6,  355 
AnimadverMOiison4i4,43  5,443, 
45-5,  461,  498,  50*,  520 
G 

tjiblx:,  >Str,  V.  his  defence  of  the 
Duke  »ti  Yoik,  5041. 


Gordon,  Col  examined  on  the  pre. 
posed  exchange  between  Coloiiei 
Kmghtand  Colonel  Piej>deH,  63 
To  prove  the  h'and'tvnting  of  the 
,Duke  of  York,  160  Relative 
totlienoteurCap't  Sandon's  pos- 
session, 163  Relative  to'Mfljor 
Tonyn's  promotion,  247  _ 

Greenwood,  C  Esq.  examined,  56 
Examined  as  to  the  application  of 
Mi  Kennettfora  place,  87  Cor-, 
rects  his  evidence  on  the  appoint- 
ment of  Mi  Eldeiton,  447  Ex- 
amined relative  to  the  separation  » 
b.tueen  the  Duke  and  Mr» 
Clarke,  321. 

H 

Hamilton,  Cok  examined  as  to  hi, 
information  of  the  note  produced 
by  Capf.  -Sandjn,  275,  298 
•  Harrison,  W  EsTj  examined  rela- 
tive to  the  Duke's  disavowal  of 
the  note  produced  by  Capt  San- 
don,  303, 

Hope,  Major  Genera!,  examined, 
to  piove  tne  Dul-e  of  YorkS 
hai'd  rtri'mg,  167 

Hovendon,  Mrs  a  friend  of  Mrs 
Claike,  139. 

Huskinson,  Mr  examined  to  prove 
the  hand  wi  King  of  Mr.  Chap- 
man, 76     Relative  to  the  note 
produced  by  Capt  Sandon,  304. 
i 

Johnson,  Mi  S  examined  as  to 
the  simuVude  between  a  letter  of 
th  >  Duke's  and  the  note  Ot  Capt. 
Sandou,  214 

K 

Kenne't,  Mi.  pioposed  *o  ra'se  a 
,  !i  1.111  of  70,000 1  for  the  Duke  of 
Yoik,  76  Animadversions  on 
his  proposal,  466 
Kii'-jht,  Col.  his  exchange  with 
Col  Ple\  d,  II  refused,  6;  Reca- 
pitulation of  Ins  ca»e,  40$,  433, 
454,491 

L 

J/eaeh,  Mr  defends  the  Duke  of 
Yoi  k,  52_<. 

leithj 
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|»eUh,  Majot.  Gen.  letters  from, 
^mmendatory^f  Major  Co  veil's 
jSe-jyiceSy  2 

Jieyjcester,  Mr:,  supports  the  Duke 
flf  York,,  611 

letter  from  Majoi  Gen  Leith, 
commendatory  of  Major  Covell'a 
'Semces,*.  FiomMajorTuckei, 
declaring  that  lie  and  Ins  brother 
ob  auied  their  promotions  in  the 
regular  way,  and  not  through  any 
undue  influence,  157,175.  Fiom 
Miss«Taylor,  complaining  of  dis- 
lngeiiuousness  111  Mr-  Hoven- 
dou's  ewdence,  i-'g  Fiom  the 
Duke  of  York  to  the  Speaktr  of 
the  House  of  Common-,,  406 
From  Sir  H  Bunard,  to  Col. 
•Gordon,  lelauvr  to  Major  Shaw, 
464  From  Major  Shaw  to  Sir 
H  [  urrari',  464  Fiom  Mr. 
Elderton,  467 

Letters  fiom  Samuel  Cartel  to  Mrs 
Clarke,  sohuiing  pe.  iin.aiv  a'd, 
18  Fio.'i  Geneidl  Cla^ermg  to 
the  --ame,  to  pi  >i,ure  ltmi  a  Levy, 
21  From  Mr  Etdeiion  to  M's 
Claikeand  to  the  Duke  of  York, 
relative  to  the  Promotion  of  Ins 
s.')ii,  26  Fiom  Baioncs-,  Nol- 
leken,  soliciting  Mr.  Clirke's  m- 
t'-rfeience  to  premie  her  a  pen- 
sion, 27  Relative  to  the  pro- 
posed exchange  between  Col 
Knight  and  Col.  IVvddl,  <6] 
Relative  to  a  loan  of  70  oral  to 
the  Di.ke  of  Yoik,  horn  Mi 
K.'iinctt,  76,  n'  «e<7  and  Papeis 
rtlative  toCap'  Specldmg's  being 
placed  on  half-pay.,  150  Rela- 
tive to  the  piomoii'j'i  o'  L'-'ut 
Col.  J  Taylor,  254  i'he  pro- 
motion of  Major  Ximenes,  256 
From  the  Duke  of  York  to  Mis 
Clarke,  293,  321,  -523  From 

,  Gen  Clavtrmg  to  Mis.  Chike, 
32;  Relatne  to  Col  French's 
lev5'>  3  55  from  Mrs  Clarke 
to  Capt  San'don,  395,405 

Long,  C  Esq  examined  to  prove 
the  hand  writing  of  Mr.  Adams, 


private  Secretary  to  the  late  Mr 
Pitt,  76.    Enters  info  an  expla- 
nation of  Kennett's  introduction 
'  to  the  Duke  of  York,  599  i? 
Lowten,    T    Esq  •  employed  m 
making   inquiries    relative  to 
Mrs   Clarke,  325  Exammed 
"  relative  to  the  Rev  W  Williams, 
328,  and  his  conversation  With 
Gen  Clavenng,  329 
Lyttleton,  Mr.  opposes  the  resolu-' 
tion-iead  by  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  63  2. 
M 

M'Dowall,  W  '  Footman  to  Mrs. 
Clai  ke,  examined  as  to  S  Car- 
tel's Service  if)  her  House,  30 

MaJmg,  Capt  Recapnulation  of 
his  ca-e,  4'3.  4^5. 

Maitm,  H.  th.uk,  the  evidence  of 
Dou'er  mc  MtrovertiMt,  597 

Me-sengei,  Johr,  ixa  rmej  as  to 
Mr  Claike's  d.  alirlfrs  w.,f, 
Pa.ker,  the  pavv  11  broker,  277 

Metcalf,  Dr  examined  as  to  the  In- 
ability of  Mis  Clar<eto  attend 
the  Commutes,  213 

Milton,  Lord,  thinks  the  case  of 
Ken  lei  attaches  direct  corruption 
to  ihe  Duke  of  Yoik,  6uj 
N 

Kesbitt,  Mr  exaniirt-dastothe  like- 
nts,  be-wen  th.  Duke  of  Yoik's 
hand  wmm?  and  r>,»t  of  the  note 
produced  by  Cape  Sandon,  21;, 
2  18 

NicholN,  lomnrks  on  his  evidi  nee 
49°.  505  ' 

Noileken,  Baroness,  applies  to  Mrs. 
Cia  ke  tor  a  pens-on,  25  Her 
Idftcis  on  the  octao  on,  27  , 

N 01  ton,  General,  examined  os  to 
lho  stat»  of  th-  j'ini,  when  the 
Duke  of  Y,ik  took  the  Com. 
maud,  "-4%  and  the  seivices  ren- 
de'  ed  by  'it-  Royal  Holiness,  349, 

Note  toundm  Capt  3mdon's  pos- 
session, Supposed  to  be  a  for  ery 
163,  303  Fac  simile  of  ihe 
cover,  405  Animadmsions'on, 
437,  444,  5»3-      "    -  ' 

Ogilyje, 


<  m  > 


o 

Ogilvie,  Mr.  an  acqbutjttuntte  vi 
Mrs.  Clarice,  290. 

Official  papers  produced  in  evi- 
dence, Coi  Wardle's  remarks  on, 

O'Meara,  Dr  observations  on  his 
application  to  preach  before  Roy- 
'31^,^70,534 

Teirsons  evidence  discussed,  410, 
433,454 

Peroral,  Mr  defends  the  mode  of 
examination    adopted    by  the 
Ho.use,  8,  108     Examined  rela- 
tive to  the  note  producidby  Capt 
Sandon,  266,  305     Def.  nds,  the 
touducc  .of  the,  Duke  of  York, 
446,  460     A  .vijncv.  s  a  vote-  of 
acqmttal.,44y     House  diviJes  on 
h.s  "lrjctuni,  640,    His"  "ob-e'va- 
iigns  on  Lord  Alt'iorpi 's  resulu- 
tion,  644     Hoo>e  d'V.du  an  the 
ai.i^ndrntiit  proposedbi.  hira,  !h..t 
the  word  nnw  be  omit'ed  h"m 
Lord  Althoi  pc's  resolution,  6;t 
Petty,  Lord  H.  descants  on  the 
cases  of  several pei-ons  mention- 
ed in  tlv  evidei_.ee, 
late  [.iirchascd  by   >>rs  Ci..r\o, 
remarks  on,  471,500,  5.-7 
Pieydeil,  Col     his  exchange  with 
.  Col  Knight  ref.".ed,  63 
Popsonby,  Mi    wondeis  h  .w  any 
*  body  could  think  the  Duke  of 
'  York  gu  hy  of  cono  v  mw  626 
Pu'tepev,  Sir  James,  de- ribcTthe 
'  linp'rcved  stite  of  the  armv  w'u  e 
,nm!ef  the  command  of  the  Duke 
64  Yort,  351 

R 

Reid.'Mr.  identifies  M.s  Clarke  as 
the  person  who  had  res.d  d  at  his 
Hotel  a;.  Mr»  Dowler,  1,7 

Rochefort,  General,  examined  on 
Samu^lCaittir's^iomotion,  67 

Romilly, ' ,  Sir  S.  supports  tol. 
Wardle's  motion,  574. 

P^det,  THi  asserts  that  vUhere  the 
wuqesses  .were  contradicted  111 
.  :|beir  evidence  of  the  collateral 
eircurp  stances,  no  attention  ought 
be  given  to  their  statement  of 


fact* i  which  no.  other,  witness, 
could  contradict,  614; 
S 

Sandon,  Capt.  examined  on  Major 
Tony n's  promotion,  and  prevari- 
cates lespectmg  a  note  shewttby 
rum  to  the  MajoT,  113.  Scrp£ 
poses  the  note  to  be  lost;  it 7. 
Ordered  into  the  custody  of  the 
Serjeant  at  Arms,  131  Ac- 
knowledges the  note  to'be  In  his 
possession,  132  Produces  it, 
143  Committed  to  Newgate, 
156,  196  The  note  srfspected 
to  be  a  forgery,  163  -  Re-ex - 
smmed  on  the  subject,  1^4 
Examined  on  Major  Tcnyn's 
piomotion,  191  His  joint  coi- 
respondence  vvith  Col  Fiench  to 
Col  Clinton  for  a  levy,  355.  ilia 
concspondeiice  with  'Mrs  Clarke, 
.95  Rtcapi'ulation  and-am- 
n  advemons  on  his  concspond- 
ei.ee  with  Mrs  Clarke,  415,  471, 

Sco'hihd,  Lfid  Advocate  of,  sup- 
poits  the  Duke  of  Yolk,  616  - 

Seoilts,  Mr  examined  as  to  the'n- 
imlanty  between  the  WukeS  let- 
ter and  the  in  te  produced  by 
Capt  Sandon,  214 

Shaw,  Major,  ins  \  romoncm  dis- 
cussed, 3  RecapiH'U'inn  of  the 
encumstance*  under  which  it 
took  place,  423,  438,  445,  lg-;. 
L.'tiei  fiom,  to  General  Iii.ii.iid, 
j.64 

Sine  I  jir,  Sutherland,  Ms   kept  by 

the  Duke  of  York,  60,426,467 
Si"ith,  Dedei.cl,  (X,.ii'ined  .is  to 

his  knowledge  of  Miss  i'aylor, 

ai.P  hei  f.  t  er,  345 
■  ,  W.  hi>  speech  uj  on  four 

casts  winch  he  thought  ma  erial, 

55" 

 ,  H.  coivideis  ex-parte  evi- 
dence not  sufficient  to  induce  the 
House  to  inflict  censure  or  pu- 
nishment, 584 

Solicitor  Geneial  defends  the  Dnke 
of  York's  letter  to  the  House  as 
perfectly  constitutional,  585 

Spedding, 
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Spcdding,  C.tpt  paper-  aiu'  letters 
relative  to  his  being  placed  on 
halfpa\ 

Stanley,  ,,  up^ojts  the  evi- 
dences n  biciorc  the  House, 
610 

Butte  n,  Mr  .-alls  upon  the  House 
to  d.c  Je  «,iotii.r  guilty  or  not 
guil.y  u;k»u  Tie  eviu'e.tico  befoie 
them,  51,0 

Swarm,  Mr  tx.imined  to  nrove  the 
l-a-id  wn  mg  01  Sir  II.  Mann,  "<•). 
T 

Tayloi,  CqI.  J  papers  and  letters 
re'ative  to  Ins  piotnotion,  254. 
Examined  at,  to  the  attempts 
made  to  procure  a  place  fo.  Ken- 
nclt,  90 

 )  U  Esq  examined  to  pi  ove 

the  hand  ivntmgof  his  brother, 
75,  and  ot  Gen.  Clavenng,  325 

"  1  ,  Miss,  complains  Mrs  Ho- 
vendeai  had  been  guilty  ot  dismge- 
nuousness  towards  her,  159.  A 
favounte  with  the  Duke,  294. 
Examined  telative  to  the  conver- 
sation between  the  Duke  and 
Mrs  Clarke,  on  Col.  French's 
levy,  336  Her  father  goes  by 
the  name  of  Clianc",  345  Ani- 
madversions on  her  chai  acter  and 
evidence,  43  6,455, 4.9  7,506, 520 

~~— ,  the  shoemakei,  a  mes- 
senger between  Mis  Claike,  Mr 
Gieemvood,  and  the  Duke  of 
York,  61 

Temple,  Eat!,  addie'sos  tho  House, 
arid  memi'in*.  seveial  strong  cn- 
cums'ancos,  wb'ch  beai  agiin-t 
tho  Duke  of  Yoik,  614 — ■dio 

 ,  Lord,  his  obseivations  oil 

the  Chancelloi  of  the  Exehe- 
quer's  quotation  fiom  the  Duke 
of  Yoik'slettei,  646 

Thvnne,  Dr  his  ev,dence  animad- 
verted upon-,  409,  4J4 

Tieruey,  Mr  acquits  the  Dukt  of 
Y.  ik  ot  conupnon,  bin  thirks 
there  aie  other  questionable 
points,  C28 

Toiiji',  M^o1,  ptorccdings  re'ative 


to  his  promotion,  tog,  133,  191, 
247  Recapitulation  of  the  cir- 
cumstances conneited  therewith, 
421, 43  7,443,457,495,  5°°\  521. 

Town,  Mr  instructs  Mrs  Clarke 
m  velvet  painting  andm  imitating 
hand  waitings,  ijo  Examined 
on  this  subject,  171,268 

Tucker,  Major,  letter  from,,  deny- 

II  „  that  he  or  his  brother  had  ob- 
tained tl.eircomrmssions  through 
undue  influence,  157,175 

Turner,  Major,  prevented  from 
selling  out  through  the  interfer- 
ence r,t  Mis  Sinclair,  426  Ani- 
madversions on  ins  cas< ,  467. 

Tuiton,  Sir  T  thinks  the  House 
not  competent  to  decide  on  the 
case  of  the  Duke  of  York,  611. 

■    moves  an  amend- 

ment charging  the  Duke  with  the 
knowledge  of  corrupt  practices, 
633.  House  divided  upon  his 
amendment,  640. 

V 

Vote  of  censure  on  the  Duke  of 
Yoilc,  427  Of  acquittal  of  the 
Duke  of  York,  459. 

W 

Walker,  T  coachman  to  Mrs. 
C  irke,  examined  as  to  the  fact 
of  Samuel  Carter  acting  as  her 

servant,  28 

War,  Secretary  at,  opposes  the  ad- 
dress moted  by  Mr.  Bankes,  55:4. 

Wa.dle,  Col  examined,  48,  Jj. 
Delivers  m  moie  letters  from 
IV".  s  Claike's  repository,  93 
Ilis  spe'ech  111  the  House  of  Cot"- 

III  ons  on  the  leportof  the  com- 
imttte  of  inquiry,  408  His  Mo- 
tion foi  an  address  to  Ins  Majesty 
pirn  mg  the  lemoval  of  the  Duke 
ot  Yo'k  fiom  the  office  of  Com- 
mander in  Chief,  427 

Wellesley,  Sir  Arthur,  defends  the 
piomotion  of  Major  Sha*,  3, 
of  Major  Tucker  1-57  j>e- 
i;cub*s  the  unproved  state  of  the 
<>imy  while  undc  the  command 
oi  the  Dukeot  York,  352' 

Wlntbread, 
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"Whitbrer.d,  Mr.'his  defence  of  Ma- 
jor  (  r.vdll,  i,  Supports  Co! 
Vv'a.dii  ;  motionof  censure,  481. 
'^Objects  to  the  reading  of  Capt. 
Spedding's  letter,  564  Com- 
pares the  Duke  of  York's  case  to 
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